



r *^v- U¥ST DEPARTMENT- OF WSrT ICE 



APPLICATION EOR APPOINTMENT 



DIRECTOR, 



-> 



Federal Bureau of Investigation, 

- ? U.S. Department of Justice, 

T ' . , " Washington, D.C. * : . r 



'" Best Copy Available, .". ,. 



ft ; PRlL28 



T'^^t\ 









193?... 



_ * 



S "' r Slit: T - ! - hC . ; i ;*,:""'-'7. ; ! *»^* ♦': " : 

. I hereBy make application "for appointment to_ the position" inch- 
^ cated.by check' mark, .in the Federal Bureau of Investigation*. .U.S. i 
"~ Depaftment~of~Justice; and" for your use in this conhectibn'submit the' 
following information: 



' Special Agent SI 

Special Agent (Accountant). □ 

Stenographer '_ D 

Typist..*...— J D 

Messenger _■■_ □ 

}.: ..„.*. a 

(Indicate by check) 



(This application should he typewritten if possible) 

: _™ ^.. . ,;, : '■ _ _ 

lVName in full (please print) ...T.,;..MC«R JL JOHN..... 



(Family name) 

(a) Female applicants must furnish maiden name 



t Given name) 



PHJLIP 

(Middle name) 



s,;„ 2. Legal residence L.-.t^-Seftlwa-jSifiEET^-JajaasTfitV-WEa-^ORK- - -t.~ -: .". — - 

^ 3. Mail and" telegraphic address 1722 n <«th Troy St, a Arl.in.gton, Virginia -Apt,, 784 

^ , a "* - - - 

^ - ^ 4. Date of birth A?m._?.Qi._19™Weight ...J. 8 .?. Height Af-T.'.JJU N -Color __.^]_ T . E 

^ v 5. Place of birth .^^JJBJ^aJ^.J^^^ ._„ 

V 7 6, ( a ) Father's name Alky«*l».M?il» (6) Father's birthplace ^J 0M z H,LL * NEff jER6EY 

$^$7. (a) Mother's maiden name.^.RtA. Astalos ^ Mother's birthplace „„___ A .»?_™ , _* 



) 



8. If you were not born in United States, how long have you lived here? 



9. Are you a citizen of the United States? .". err* . _Y E _f. 

10. If naturalized, date and place of naturalization \ ." ... 



JJ. 



tS 



JlAMUED- 



h 



J? 



JU-Are-youJSingle r married r widowed^eparated^o^ r dLvorced'?r?^ 

Treasury dI^t^, Bureau of Internal 
12; If your husband (or wife) is employed, state where^employed _-....8&Sffil4UE/_.liA8Mi|#..ft«it«-li^:..-- - 

n\/ A ° 1 / r ^\ J '"A *^*° ■ ' ' ^ »? 

13? Number of .children, if; any ---.i;__^:M&l^:_T-.^^^ -'* 

14? Are you entirely dependent on your salary?..,:£...X E ^-....L.'[.t. r hL'^^. „:i_t-J„ ; _.?..__-- , '„ l ...- v -.. : 



15: To what extent are you financially mdebted'foyothfers an'd to wSom? .-.-#.150--!H?-i A -H?!UWN !_ 

u - N -!.YER8i rf, . : wash .j. jD.c; ; d AgHfr ffeo T TO Jrosnsr ' Vf.|?Mj<^t^_^«: :: ;__-_-_. - ;_. 
-. $100 to the Rotary Club; Kingston, New York i I I ^\\ ' '"[Sl J I 7 ~™* A 



* 

'fWf^^^^Mn: (Please prints 




.^Xi; * 4>— Oi 







■iSTAiWiy 



Best Copy Available 



(a) Elementary.. 



(6) High school feto 






7---;--7 

(c) College or technical _ _ j, 



-{^-Miscellaneous. 



(v.v .rvr 



-Ti 



NAME AND LOCATION OF SCHOOL 



Flatbush Grammar school, R.F.D., 

.SAUGERf I E8,_ NEf _ YORK __*_/_ 

Public School No. 2, 

. . _'-K I NGST_o_«i _ New .York. ', 

^KINGSTON. HIGH SCHOOL, 
.t^__*lNC»TqN 4 _NEW _YORK 



\z American University, 
vashj nqtom,. O^C t \:j_ !.."_'___*._. 

(LUM80S UNIVERSITY LAW SCHOOL, 

^ASHJ Nja_TOM,_ P *C f *j_V_ ;_ '_ *_ 






, rui.< 



,.-.v 



t.. .!■ . v i;™.'i 



:j », . T* c 






PEOM- 



SEPT. 1917 



JAN, ^1921 



JAN. 1926 



SEPT* 1931 



SEPT, 1936 



:..;»■*■ 



-i--T ;y 



TO— 



Jan. 1920 



JAN*.* 1926. 



June 1930 



Jan. 1933 



Present 



& 



Cqueses Pdksued, 
ditu0ha9 ob 

DEQBEES 

- Received 



General- 

TRANSFEREDiJ 

General- 

qiPLOMA_ 

COLLEGE- 
DtPLOMA 






& 



BACHELOR; OF ARTS- 

.RE8IGNE0. 

BACHELOR OF LAWS- 
STILL ATTENDING 



/$*> 
fe 



■J , 



17. Give names of cluhs, societies) and* other similar organizations of which you are a member: 
[■r_^'^m:Z.l ■/. : ™i.J-l-l>i!---..„j„-_„-_..:..:_-, 



18. Are you physically capable of discharging the duties of the position sought? (Any physical 
, defects should be'fully described) .... :7_ES : _ '. . : 



^**.i£=f:*t l_ ry±l . 



" ■G^' "J 'U^&— - *_ ', 



Ai 



19. flealtlf'recbrd'for the past 3- years (give number of days of illness and nature of ailments); 
About 12 days - Colds, grippe, and occasional bother with my nose. 5 



\? 



-Y . 



. .* _ -. . ; i 



y 



v- t ; 



^Trf * t .! — vw. " CT - .. T 



7— 2DB2 



vr. 



V 



t 



_' 1*! 



20. Experience: ' (Please print.) Best Copy Available 



» 



7 



NAME AND ADDRESS OF EMPLOYEE 



^OtyOLSFORD & HAVERMAELE, NYACK, N.Y # 

^v¥camp St. Agnes, Mew Paltz, N«Y t <_^ :i 



i$ 



[\ r CAMP ST* AGNES t MEW PALTZ, N ,Y, 

\{|£_Pala*s Royal DEPT«:Sj:PRE,' f -WA3H» > ,2P,C #f 



i^AtfimEo States Coast & Geodetic survey, 

r\ S Hi 



^ ^SJU^IPMjL-OfpA-^ 

^^atVonal Emergency^Counci l, . 

T? a S. h J^9 tom jl . C, 



irWpRKS Progress Administration, 
w Washington Auditorium, wash,. 0,C # 

f 7 ' 




N.OTE: I HAVE OMtTTEpSWH SUMMER EMPLOYM^ 
~ OTHER^JOSS'WHIL^niTTENDlNG^COClitGE^ 



position 

: .t:--: t .* 



steamfitters 

Helper 

KTtCHEn"" ""' 

Helper y 



Kitchen 

helper 
Wrapping 

Ass't Scien- 
tific Aid 



Statistical 
Clerk 



Statistical 
Clerk 



FROM- 

- .: ..T 



FAUL £0F_^IOT_O:_i_; 

Spring of 1931 

July 1932 



SEPT. J 931 
SEPT, 1932 



July 1933 



During Chri 
season of 1933 

+ * 

JAN. 1934 



Sept, 1933 

STMlfcS HOLIDAY 



TO- 



.1 A. 



Aug, 1935 



SEPT. 23^ 1935 



Oct. 1935 

while attending high school and 



Present 



J3T. 



ANNUAL 
SALARY 



&1144 



$1040 

$50 PER" MO ♦ " AND 
ROOM AND BOARO 
$50" PER HO." AND 
ROOM AND BOARD 



$12 PER WK« 



$1620 

$5 PER DAY 

$1800 



'1 



21. Have you ever been arrested? ... YE^ 



IEff,„NEW 



Specify: M-SaugeRTIEs, t^Y^ 

.°?J9?°A_F_0_R_F_ErrE_D_..m 

FOR PARKfNG OVERTIME, PARKING ON PUBLIC PROPERTY, ANO FOR DISOBEYING AN OFFICIAL PARKING Si ON, 

22. Have you ever been a defendant in any court action? N.Q.Ta. ... : i~„ 



23. Give five personal references (not relatives, former employers, fellow employees, or school 

^-teachers), more .than. 30 years.of age,„who.are,.householders_qr proper.ty_owners, ..business or professionaL___ .. I 

men or women (including your family physician, if you have one) of good standihg-in the community, 
and who have known you well during the past 5 or more years. (Please print.) 




NAME 



P.Ri HENRVt L.LBaSTIAN 
• A, R, RE1MER3 



J 



, John Davenport 



/ 



.?•_ Thomas U_ .Brans.ford, 
Mr. Robert Kelley 



RESIDENCE ADDRESS 



\f VA, 
J^Pti I IA L^Y IjyJK pE> ^RUtttGTCfljl, 

4029 7TH St_.j,_ Mt,_ _D , C, 



Colonial Village, 1722 N, 
.TR0y..s_t»,.Ap.u.7aa..... 

Va.^ 

.QQLpNJAt.yjJ 1 LA9E # __AjiCtMflI.QMU"2.- 
Hves with Mr. John Keehan 

1419 R ST., N*«..Wa8Hsi.PaQ1l...*3L. 



Number or 
Years 

Acquainted 



.Jb>_ 

3 



BUSINESS ADDRESS 



3115 WILSON BLVD„ ? 

. ARUpiGTON^ VjJRQ J NJA _ __ _. _^ 
WASH I NGTON AuD I TOR I UM, 
?P_°_W A h\ J?*8H 5iL *D • C» _ _ 

Lemon Bldq., New York AvE.,N.r. J 

..8nwEEN^1^H^JJ3TH__STS, D.C, 
C I VI & 'SERV I CE^G&JMI SS I CN, 

wash i ngton* T ives-herald, 



kx 







-Best Copy Available 







y 



24. List the names of any relatives now in the Government service, with the degree of relationship, \ n ■*■ 
and where employed: ' -,* . 

w-V -■•■■' 

St e t-LA _ _C •_ J*? oh*** J"U:£> Treasury Department, Internal Revenue bureau, Income Tax £ 

<\" !"/•;■;" ; Division, "WASHiNQTON ? -D'»Cy * ^ .'/. v .v- *. . ,.o.: :::; " >7 i'v 3 ;; ■ .■: 

•25. 1 Wnat'is.,the:lowest entrance salary you will accept? !-$3i200*'* * , '." Jr ' " *•"■"' * T ' '" 
< . - '• • ' -«"";' V*"*., ' - * •'•'■■- ; _ ,f Ti v .« . . - -— „— 

267 A^yorana : @sitibn to accept probationary employment at a*ny time," without "previous notice, 

>■'•'•■ - ;/■; t- i m . ■ ,.:..., 

and, if'not£bJWir^:to^ ' " 

H'* e^M"- 1 / '"*-■■:::?, t' -."•■ ,y:;y ;'JV ^m.r .." -:.- ;..-,.s-: i ,: 

■ o ! »i- » "« - . . ' . " . t ,, T i ^ *- 

- 27/ In-tjie esefflft <ft appointment will'you be willing to proceedJto Washington, D.(3.,'upon 10 days'. 

notice an"d_a± yojtr' owi^expense? r i^...~?.:.'.^i -L_i--'-^____ _, "„„*_„.*, LITTA 

u " *<* -v 'fui'f.'.T 1 ^ ;V.."ic: r ■ rci- ;:..;* f, m . . 

■28.' If ^pointed 'are you willing and' prepared to accept assignment *or 'transfer to 'any part of the 
United States where serv ices are^equired, for either 'temporary' ^ pjagnati^ , 




■ - 29. Attach unmounted face photograph not. larger than 3 by 4% inches. .Write your name plainly, 
on back of photograph. Photograph to be taken not moreJkan 30 days, prior to date of application . 



* Respectfully, * 

(Signature of applicant as usually written) 

Note. — If the applicant desires to make any further remarks or statements 
concerning his qualifications or in answer to any question contained in the applica- 
tion, the same should be made on a separate sheet of paper, numbering the remarks 
in accordance with the original questions. 



, NoteV^-T he' following .jurat must be subscribed to by all applicants for positions in the Federal Bureau of Investi- : 
gation, U.S. Department of Justice. >■-..> : 






Subscribed and duly sworn to_ before me by the above-named applicant, this ^._/_A.V*{_ day 

t -.-, 19.W.A, at city (s p - to wn) of !..Xjs 



— „ county - 



t f of _.k£A/!H>\, ___., 19.v?~t, at city (ep-fcown) 



,ji- 



: . I , ;[pFFIClAL"jIMPEB88i0N SEAL] 

y-Ui . « OVEall HE NTs P« I HtTkS OFFICE! i. ^7—2083 

t '■■■ --^ ,£ '5% « t ^ < ■> -^ " <?■ 



'. //*? 






■'SBHBl 



•n^" 








COVER SHEET #2 
ASSIGNMENT HISTORY OF^ 



Best Copy Available 



1 T »Haii^- 



EHTERED ON DUTY AT WASHINGTON, D.C 
np ■ OCTOBER 2, 1939 



OFFICE 

\A D M1NISTRATIVE DIV. 

ASSISTANT DIRECTOR 



£^£gJ^MJLt£^ 



DATE 



6-1-& 



A88 't to.Dtr.;jidmfn., .;/ 
Trng*Mnap. , Hent* 9 ftlvsL 



& Comn.jCrime Records 



Pii^^i« 



1S.-30-59. 




£-15-63 Adcfed FDH:llt / 

2-2-65 Added & Sec* Chk. L, Teg 

12-21-6(> Added,* Sec. Chk. L. Teg 
6-25-68 Added & Sec. Chk. L. Teg 

Xl-11-7:. Added & Sec. Chk. L. Teg 



/ 

io 1 



«/ 






,|J ^Wft 



7/17/72 



~fc :/ -fkt\ 



RETIREMENT (20 YEARS 
INVESTIGATIVE EXPERIENCE)) 



HAT^-Q 



ENTRANCE SALARY &^200 



SALARY CHANGES 



DATE 



|L2-U-55 



->> 



7-JSr^ 






17/17/72 



GRADE 



as- 17 

m-ff 



SALARY 






*2 ^ * 



oo 



3C>" 



c/ 



RETIBEMENT (20 YEARS 
INVESTIGATIVE EXPERIENCE) "j 

field personnel 
file consolidSfe! 



OOPY-gp 



IX *-*■ Vli "n 







& Best Copy. Available 



->= 



^; ». j£^ 



I 




/ 



ASSIGNMENT HISTORY OF 



Brief 8d,12-*-43 IJWA t5)K ^ 

^ — Tfrfjjpr vS 

JOHN PHILIP 




r 



^-Al 



ENTERED ON DUTY A T WASHINGTON ,' 




ph 



OFFICE 


DATE 


School 


ao-2-39- 


San Francisco, Calif, 


11-11t39 


Los Angeles, Calif. 


2-13-40. , 


Chief Clerk' s Office 


2-22-41 


Mr. T olson's Office 


* i 
4-30-47 


Inspector - ? C; 
Mr. Tol son's Office • 1 


;" 9-21-U7 


Administrative uiv 
Assistant Director "\i 


^ 6-i-51t " 














! 




' * 








' : \ 








~ . 





















Hf-tiV-*— -v..**^ 



..*> f- 1 



CAF-9- ENTRANCE SALARY $3200 



SALARY CHANGES 



DATE 



2-16^1 
^1-41 
5-1-42 
1-1-45 
5-1-45 

7-X-li5 



7-lri|6 . 

J#3-46 
9-21^47 
7-11-M - 

4-3-^9 

10-3O-ii9 
10-1-50 ^ 

7-8-51^ 

12-9-51 
7-20-52 

1-17-51+ 

6-1-51+ 
3-13-55 
O- U-S2T 



EFFIOI^NCY 



1948 
MAR" 3 11MB 



ORAOE^ 



*-CAF-10 
CAF-11 
CAF-12 

. CAF-12 - 

CAF-13 

CAF-ljt 

'" CAF-13 

CAF-13 
CAIM'3" 
CAF-14 
CAF-Ui 
CAF U 
GS-lU 
GS-U4 

GS-li; 

GS-15 
GS-16 
GS-16^ 
GS-16 

GS-17 X 
GS-17 v 



,wui RATINGS 

excellent 
excellent; 



f 



SALARY 



^^|3500 
-— J3800 
^600- 
'$4800 

$5600 
$6230 



' #644o ^r. 

''$7581 
#8179.50 
$8509.50 
$8808,75 

$9000 

$9200 

$10,000 

$5^aao_ 

fL2.,000 
12,200 

$12,14.00 

$13,000^ 

mm 

■ / r 

/ 



S 



i i'- -^ 



.-..*). 



OPTIONAL FOtM NO. 10 
MAT 1962 EOITION 
. GSA GEM. «EG. NO. 17 



i 



"UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 

Memorandum 



TO 



Mr, Callahan 



from : h. N. Bassett 



SUBJECT: JOHN P. MOHR 

Assistant to the Director 




Entered on Duty 

Reported to Field 

Present Grade and Salary 

Last Salary Change 

Age 

Place of Birth 

Marital Status 

Education 

Member of Bar 

Language Ability 

1971 Annual Performance Rating 

Offices of preference since 1962 

Firearms Ability 

Outstanding Endorsers 

Relatives in the Bureau 



Offices of Assignment: 
11-11-39 assigned 



2-13-40 

2-22-41 

4-30-47 

9-21-47 

6-1-54 

12-30-59 



reported 

reported 

reported 

Inspector 

Assistant 

Assistant 



i 



LLD:l^t (1) 




# 



QQb 




JOHN P. MOHR 
6-69* -i 



\*& 



,7"'V 





/ 4 



At the conclusion of his training period, &r. Clegg said he was intelligent, a good mixer, 
had made a very satisfactory record, and it was believed he was one of the best prospects 
in his class for development. 

He reported to San Francisco for his first office. _ofL assignment on ,11-11-39.. S*C Pieper 
reported that he had a good knowledge of his duties for an Agent with his limited training 
and experience, was a bove average for a new Agent ta a ccur acy, afld ^ - 

good judgment^ could Be relied U^Ah toise nis Initiative, had a degree of forcefulness anc? / 
application combined with an interest in his work that would make him a good Agent, did not 
noticeably demonstrate his enthusiasm but the manner in which he performed his duties indi- 
cated that he - was enthusiastic, displayed maturity with an ability to handle himself, it was 
felt he had prospects of being a better than average Agent and that he would continue to de- 
velop so that he would rapidly be an average Agent with experience, in a minimum period. 

On 2-13r liCLhfi- jreis transferred j to Los Angeles where he serve d\mti\_J±22zkl» p SAC Hood sub- 
mitted various efficiency reports which indicated that he was forc eful and aggressive, dis- 
played initiative and assumed responsibility in his cases7°con^^teir ! fo^o^^^^€i l fa^.ons and 
was capable of working alone without close supervision, was capable of handling all types of 
investigations, made a good impression as a speaker before small groups, was an excellent 
dictator, made a very good first impression, for one of his experience it was felt his work 
had been outstanding and that he possessed better than average prospects for advancement in ^| 
the Bureau. On 2-16-fcL he was reallocated to CAF-10 at $3500 per annum. 

On 2 -22-ljl he was transf e rred .to thel^^^of^gpver^ent^where he was assigned as a Supervisor 
in Xne ChieX^nOM^ 

| 355ZSa Ql&yifl rated him as EXCELIJM^ anofsafo! he 3 w^s^quaT!rff^1f J lo perform all but the 
accounting and budgetary duties in ihe"dhlef Clerk's Office; that it was felt he was qualified! 
to assume Number One Man duties in an y of the average size field offices in the country: that 
he had possibilities oT developing further in the service andthat he haabeen performing his 
duties in an entirely satisfactory manner. On S-l-h2 he was reallocated to.CAM.2_ at $U600 
per annum. 

Mr. Delavigne interviewed this Agent during In-Service Training School in August l°u2 and said* 
he made an excellent appearance, had a pleasing and forceful personality, possessed intel- 
ligence and self-confidence that was impressive, possessed possibilities for further develop- 
ment in the service, and it was felt he was qualified to handle supervisory and administrative 
duties. 

Bty letter dated 9__j-l-Ag, ¥ ,he,_.TOftjC.onmejg^ in J!The 

EBI front 1 1 . — — """ "-**■ ---*.._ . _ ^^^ 

On 3-QziiXMr* f\MYXj}.X^tt^M^ flff £2_£g|ffijg, an <* sai d he had continued in his assignments in 
the ^ dmini strat i ve Division in charge of transfers and miscellaneous associated matters, 
usually exercised extremely good Judgment ln< 'his recommendations for assignments of men to 
certain specific duties in the field, had also handled the reallocation program instituted 
by the Director and although thousands of recommendations had to be made, he had kept that 
work in an acceptably current status, was 'particularly well qualified as a contact man, had 
propensities for being a good "con" man and one who could be used as a front man for the 
Bureau, it was felt he was qualified to assume a supervisory position in the field in one of, 
the medium or smaller offices, and that he would develop further in the service. ?' 



-2- 
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In a memorandum dated December 17. 1943» Inspector Hendonindica ted that 

*- i ■ i ii fi-ini iin-^iMTwn "mti'w milium wMMMtaaawMfajCSuwiaa— ttfuu&a*** 

he felt that this Agent had above-average po ssi bilities for— administrative ad- 
vancement* 

Inspector Acers in a memorandum to Mr. Glavin dated February 22, 1944* re- 
ported very favorably on the manner in which this Agent performed his duties in 
the Personnel Unit while he acted as Number One Man to Mr. Acers, and he indi- 
cated that he felt this Agent was fully qualified to act as an Assistant Special 
Agent in Charge in any office except the seven largest. 

In a memorandum dated January 25, 1944, Mr. Glavin submitted this Agent's 
name as one who should be considered for further development as Special Agent 
in Charge material. 

In an annual efficiency rating dated March 31, 1944, this Agent was rated i 
EXCELLENT by Assistant Director Glavin. He pointed out that Mohr had assumed 
jurisdiction of the Personnel Unit upon the transfer of Mr. Acers and that his 
services had been entirely satisfactory* He further reported that he definite- 
ly has. the necessary ability to advance much further in the service. 

This employee has been afforded the Inspector's Aide Training and is a 
qualified Firearms Instructor, 

By letter dated August 2, 1944, SAC Conroy at New York City rated this 
Agent as VEffif GOOD, as a result of the two weeks* field assignment that this 
Agent completed in the New York Office. He stated that he carried out his 
duties in an intelligent manner, and that they were logically and. capably 
handled. He further reported that he was cooperative and readily accepted all 
and any assignments handed to him. 

On January 1, 1945, he received a salary increase to $4800 per annum in 
Grade CAF-12 under the Uniform Promotion Act. 



On a routing slip dated February 21, 1945, Mr. Tolson noted that "Mohr 
did a good job on the recent fn^eTiTFcl^f^gmwsT M ^ ' w * ,iU ■ •-^^^^^^ m 

p ° H H' —r wminCTiLiiiiii I . ron 7 t » l rrtrT A ~ f " w, '" r '™™^^*' l ' a ^^ 

On 5-1-45, he was reallocated to Grade CAF-13, $5600 per annum; 

^_ nit—-"' |--|„|- — ...»^.^^»MitMM<»m M eic«jawM^^^ 

On his, 1945 A nnual Ef^^ rated ( hjjit EXCELIfityT and said 

he had continueo fn ?o B ![o^^ govern- 

ment agencies throughout Washington and through his efforts and the efforts of his 
Supervisors, he had been able to establish ^p ne of the best liaison arran gements we 
have ever had wiW^he^ivTirService.Comrnission, the'U. S. Employment Service 



__ P0MfiT m G,omm4^^;Oja Sw He continued to KeWitnorou^^r^polinaea in the 

many changes in personnel procedure, is in charge of the Personnel Conference 
held weekly, had assisted in inspections at the Seat of Government and had per- 
formed his duties very, satisfactorily and it was felt he was qualified for any 
type of assignment presently being handled by the Bureau and he continued to 

-3- 



vi 




maintain what might be called by some as "rugged individualism" yet it was felt 
that through his definitely not being a yes man, he had done much to improve 
the personnel service of the Bureau. When he feels he is right, he has no hesi- 
tancy of giving full arguments concerning his stand. 

Mr. Bean a dvi sed he assisted him in the entire inspection of the Records 
and C ommuni ca ll OHM IflV i'a ion and he was found to be a hard worker .was thorough, 
exercised good judgment, conducted exce i Ie nt_.jliterxiesi5„andl j?a s ab ov e average 



in aLl_ jesj ^ report and it was felt he was capable 

oT* makTng an Xnspe ction without supervision and was fully qualified to direct 
the efforts of others on an inspection. 

On 6-9-45> Mr. Egan again advised he had assisted in the inspection of the 
Security Division and stated he was far above average in all respects, was capable 
of making an inspection without supervision and was fully qualified to direct the 
efforts of others on an inspection. 

He also assisted Mr* Egan on the inspection of the Identification Division 
in June- July, 1945 and the Bureau was advised he made a very thorough and com- 
plete inspection, exercised excellent judgment, conducted excellent interviews 
and was considered far above the average. It was believed he was capable of 
making an inspection without supervision and was fully qualified to direct the 
efforts of others on an inspection. Mr. Egan rated him EXCELLENT. 

On 12-14-45, Mr. Glavin listed his name as .one who should be considered 
on a long" range b'asi's ■ , '3T6^^nT°Hevel!o < tffieTrras Special Agent in Charge, 

On 2-24-46, he was afforded a promotion under the meritorious provisions 
of the Uniform Promotion Act to $6440 per annum in Grade CAF-13 as an award for 
superior 'accomplishments. 

On 3-31-46, Mr. Glav m rated him EXCELLENT and said he was especially well 
versed in veteran matters and had hanaleTalT veterans returned to the Bureaus 
service and comment had been made by veterans in other Government Agencies that 
the Bureau was handling veteran matters better than any other Government Agency 
in Washington. He was qualified to assist in inspections, was a good field Agent, 
possessed administrative and executive ability and there would be no hesitancy in 
recommending him as SAC in a smaller office or as Assistant SAC in any of the larger 
offices in the service. He at times due to the intensity displayed by him in the 
handling of his work might be misunderstood, however, it was felt that in the posi- 
tion in which he was assigned, this quality was an asset rather than a liability.- 
He was qualified in the use of firearms, was likewise qualified to assist in in- 
spections and he could be assigned to any of the investigations handled by the 
Bureau and could be used on dangerous assignments. 

During an inspection of the Administrative Division in April, I946, Inspector 
Egan said he was possessed of a good appearance, was intelligent, aggressive, had 
executive ability and was far above average as an Agent. 
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Due to a basic increase in pay, effective 7-1-46 and a promotion under the 
provisions of the Uniform Promotion Act, effective 11-3-46, his salary was 
increased to $7581 per annum in Grade OAF 13m 

During an inspection of the Administrative Division in December, 1946, 
Inspector Morgan said he was intimately acquainted with his ,duties as 
Personnel Officer, made an excellent personal appearance, had a positive 
personality, was forceful, obviously aggressive and competent and it was 
believed he was in an excellent status* 

Agent Mohr attended In-Service Training in January- February, 1947* 

On 3 /3 l/4?^ Assistant D trec tor Glavin rated him- EXCELIENT. 
On 4/30/47 he -was transferred to Mr. ■Tolsonls.Qffifia* 

By letter dated 7/13/4-7 the Pjyre£to^yian^ .passage by 

Congress of .the retirement Bill and the signing. of it by the President. 

■ ■■--- ■- titi ir i mi-it nam .iiTni..-1-iTi ^itf-'."^-"--"**"^** 2 * ' 

3y letter dated 9/2/47 the pjgectga^o jm jej^^ ,hfli T ri1fi H fr* fi 

assignment during t-^— J1Janft ^qljpi' Jfc*^^ further stated that 

Mr. Mohr had measured up to their expectations and it -was gratifying to see one take hold 
and carry on the way he did. 



On Sfilfi 

annum. 



&|ggtecUynU^^ $8179.50 per 



By letter dated l/7/ ^8Jjja -Pi 

with the motion picture film concerning tne 

..j. Miin ii" nf i 



commended hm for his sterling performanc e in connection 



f&leTTO^ 



On 3/31/48 Mr. Tolson rated him EXCEILEM 1 . * 

As the result of an increase in basic salaries, effective 7/11/48, his salary in GAF-14 was 
increased to $8509.50 per annum. 

By letter dated 1/25/49 the Director commended him for^t he Q^tsta^in^^a^nexJ^^y^^e 

appeared that all of the various details in that connection were most efficiently planned 
and everything possible was done to make the occasion a most enjoyable one for the guests 
and employees of the Bureau. 

It is to be noted that in .connection with the recent | analvsi ng n oX.J^£.-5n ie d ley . - . nas £.. ih e 
Dirgp.tnr. wafi. zm£X£®l=&^ ^ .. recQmme.njatiQn 

of 4/5/48 to__assigy;^dj.t iojjal^ r3onr i el to the .^spioia ffijectignof the Security Div ision. 
3y memorandum dated j/^i/^g ^SSfifi^Ei^fr^r j"^^^' ou^ w tnaF e aTTne^^neof the inappf^-fnh 
he had discussed the... re commendation with Mr. Ladd pointing out that the additional super- 
visors shouJflBe well grounded in security am Espionage investigations m the field and 
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it appeared that most of the employees of that that type were serving in connection with 
the Loyalty Program. Therefore, Inspector Mohr and Mr. Ladd agreed that it would be 
desirable to "wait until the Loyalty investigations decreased, which, was anticipated to 
be around July 1, 1948. However, the Loyalty work did hot decrease as anticipated by 
July 1 but extended into September and additional supervisors were not assigned to the 
Espionage Section until August and September, 194-3. With regard to the handling of this 
matter Mr. Tolson noted, "This was poorly handled in my office ''The Director noted, 
"All in all this was poorly handled. There should be no such extenaeda^Tays^macxing 
on recommendations of inspection; 



-——in ■rr^*"'*^ T 



On 3/31/49 Mr. Tolson rated him EXCELLENT. 



Effective 4/3/49 his salary in CAF-14 was increased to 
provisions of the Uniform Promotion Act. 



.75 per annum under the 



By letter dated 9-30-49....he was awar d edJiU [ Ten ^-^J^X^J^g^A^aJ^^^f r On 



10-30-49 he received a basic 



per annum in Grade GS-14. 



I His overtime for October, 1950 was 3 hours 18 minutes, for November was 2 
hours 51 minutes, and for December was 2 hours 20 minutes. 

By letter dated 3-30-50 he was advised the Bureau was concerned with 
respect to the lack of proper consideration the memoranda submitted to the 
Department regarding the matter involving Owen Lattimore were afforded. 
Specifically it appeared that the memorandum submitted under date of 3-22-50 
which he reviewed did not include complete information contained in the 
Bureau's files. In addition it refelcted a statement which was in effect 
a conclusion and this was contrary to Bureau policy. 

On 3-31-50 Mr, Tolson ratedJrm^M&MMM'- 

On 10-1-50 he received a Uniform Promotion to $9200 per annum in Grade 14, 




ention matters 



ee instances 



within the last several months of which he was cognisant, and said that 
while he realised the growth of the Bureau had brought many additional 
problems to it, he insisted that he be p romptly informed of any conduct, 
official or personnel,, upon the part of any employees which may reflect 
upon the Bureau or upon any operations of the Bureau, 'The Director added 
that he would not tolerate any future lapses in this* respect, -» 

By letter dated 11-16-50. he was advised it had __^ en ££k£& that he had 
approved for transmittal to the Department 61 y ~"Jus¥ice "a '/memorandum ~' 
furnishing „ information, on Dr. Kat hrun McHa ie wtTTclTaidnot contain public 
source , i.nfnr .mn.±^,aji-j^qncer?iinn her which wasTrheT^^v^jaSTe in t'he Bureau 



files, and had been brought to his attention by cover memorandum. The 
memorandum to the Depar tment stated, thatnoderocatoru information 

*^ ' m '";■" ' urn nmu-i mi m i ' i H i m *" 3 ° a ***» — m rnr-f-i in r i ..jf in rrm <mV : ftim ~" ■ 
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identifiable with Dr. i l ^c ^ p.] 1 e..m n -% It rr^^f^^ fid tn ±h^ m & ur.eau file s * The public 
source information which was not forwarded to the Department was~ of a 
derogatory nature* 

By letter dated 12-2-50 he was advised that the Bureau 1 'satt en \tionh, ad 

^Siies^ and 

it was noted 'that in responseto this request the., names of the i employees 
ioerg_^,^c4ed M aafiittSi-*&S. Bureau fi les andno o th e r acti on ta ken . a l tho'ugJT a 
previous r egueat along gg same _. Tine. froj^tKe^.enatorJo^7^u.Lt^d.. m full 

i^MM^MM^^^^^S^MME^^m^M^M' Mr - ^ ohr was > further advised 
that as one of the officials who 

171 ans wer J&kd&he^eg^ 

sj22^ ■ 

^CA^i^ 9^PJ?^2aj^ f X^^i,g^ which raisea^a^quesvionas 1 

desir e dfu 1 Ivnves tigations rather than name checks only. 



reviewed and'aDprbved the outgoina letter 

,o whether the Senator 



By letter dated 4-4-51 he was advised tne Bureau had the opportunity of 

the 



revievnnq the 



, and considered 



hiVL^g^J^*^ ft ft i s failure to consider ' this matter 

o*f sufficient importance to specifically call it to the Director's or to 
Mr. Tolson^s attention. He vjas further considered to have erred by failing 
to recogni e the fact that the error very definitely indicated the need for 
inquiry in-order that responsibility for any similar mistake in the future 
might be definitely determined* 



By letter dated ^-^ Q^4r^iJ ££f^^-^l^ g ^^J^ l2£-A een n ^ e< ^ ^at t 

co'nf&c '■^Tn BZsSS^^SS IjZ£^ljouBX±.a i n ed^to _'p ^li'a^ara.tt ^ ! ?rom rr W 7^TdF !: ^ a 
f armer Agents He was further advised that the co nflic t in th ,e staremg^r s 
contained in this communication most defini iel y^shoul 'of x h^W^ b'e^i J yi^t^e'o^ b y 
him at that time* 



On 7-8-51 he received a basic increase to $10,000 per annum in Grade 14. 

By letter dated 8-10-51 he was censured for the inadequate manner in whijih 
he discharged his responsibility in conn'ection_jviJ^h^J;h L e~JL.ejjiew of the 



administrative _jnemorjznda^Lonc ernina an of fic ial mquir\ 



occu rren ces in the Records Section* 

5w letter dated 8-14-51 he was advised that hismew.rard 

" nish 



containing his addendum re gar 
survey o n t h e possib Hi jilJqJ?L..^^ . „.. 

£ hi — tMk * — i | it — *=™ '■ -' — — — — ■ — [ i ■ ii i tm T-T ■ ■■-"™™ || ^t mTi ilir^ 

clerica] super visors^ in the Sec urit 
reviewed* The ^manner in which this 




m of 8-6-51 , 

^ jSTmran da n relat i no to a 
upervisors with high-grade 

2.;ls LOBS 1u ftad o<?erc 
matter was handled by him indicate d 



anaiing 



tj.at_q.zinrqpriate thought and consideration was not afforded this matte tljj ji 

hispp ! r±' i 



! J 








On ja-S-57 ftft..mfla...realJocflt e d,^L^M^^r^i.^Q J gQQ P er onnun ' 
On 3-31-53 Mr, Tolson rated h im SATISFACTORY^ 

. 1 -■■- wn___rrr -—-■——'- ******** ' ii mmn iiMii ffl i ^wMiMM' i OT W M i WF 



#is overtime 



'arch, 1952 was 3 hours 53 minutes. 

By letter dated 4*28-53 he was advised of the Bureau's sorrow on the death 
of his father* By letter dated 5*7-52 he expressed deepest appreciation on 
behalf of his family and himself for the expressions of sympathy extended 
at the time of his father r 3 death* 

On 7-20-52 he was reallocated to Grade GS-16, $12,000 per annum. 

His daily average overtime for August, 1952 was 2 hours 40 minutes. 

On 3-31-53 Mr, Tolson rated him SATISFACTORY, 

His daily average overtime for April, 1953 was 2 hours 30 minutes. 

By letter dated 10-2-53 the Director congratulated him on his completion of 
fourteen years' association with the FBI, The Director said it had been 
most gratifying to him personally to be associated with Mr. Mohr and to have 
the benefit of Mr. Mohr's services over these many years. 

On 1-17-54 he received a Uniform Promotion to $12,200 per annum in Grade G-S-16, 

On 4-11-54 he was afforded a SUPERIOR ACCOUPT.TSffu mT AW^AftT) to $12,400 per 
{annum in Grade GS-16, in view of his outstanding services over an extended 
period of time and particularly during the preceding six months, Mr, Mohr 
was directly responsible for the assignment of Agents to the various field 
offices and it was his responsibility to insure that sufficient Agent 
personnel was available in these offices to handle any contingencies which 
may arise. This assignment had been most difficult during the preceding six 
months due to a number of major cases requiring large squads of Agents and 
it had been further complicated by a shortage of Agent personnel* Mr, Mohr 
had consistently demonstrated exceptional foresight, planning ability and a 
broad understanding of the problems at hand in carrying out these assign- 
ments. Also, Mr, Mohr had been sent out by the Director on several highly 
confidential assignments of a particularly delicate nature requiring talents 
beyond those normally expected of one in his position. His superior handling 
of these intricate problems had made it possible to rely upon him more than 
would be reasonably expected. 

On 3-31-54 Mr. Tolson rated him SATISFACTORY. 

On 6-1-54 he assumed .the duties of Assistant Director in the Administrative 
Division, having been designated to this position by letter dated 5-17-54, 
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Also, on 6-1-54 he was reallocated to Grade GS-17, $13,000 per annum. 

During an inspection of the Administrative Division in August, 1954, 
Inspector Strong said he had taken firm hold of the Division and had made 
very productive use of personnel* He was a firm administrator and executive, 
and a strict disciplinarian* He made an excellent appearance, had. a splendid 
attitude and was doing an entirely satisfactory job. The Division was rated 
VERT GOOD in Physical Condition and Maintenance, .Operations and Administrative] 
Operations, and EXCELLENT in Personnel Matters and Liaison* 



\By letter, dated 10-8-54 he was CENSURE D because of the 
\ which his Division handled a written request from the 
\8~9-54, concerning the placing of exhibits in the new 
It was not until 9-28-54 that memoranda regarding this 
Director, Furthermore, Mr. Mohr advised he was unable 
fix responsibility for the failure to promptly handle 
due in large measure to the fact that the mail and var 
prepared were not time-stamped when forwarded from one 
He was advised that this was in vitiation of well-estab 



dilatory manner in 
Chicago Division of 
office space there* 

matter reached the 

to definitely 
this correspondence 
ious memoranda 

individual to another, 
lished instructions* 



The Director saw him on 11-10-54, and said Mr* Mohr expressed his regret 
over the incident which had developed resulting in a leak, apparently from 
his Division, concerning the recommendations for certain transfers of SAC's. 
Mr. Mohr stated that unfortunately the handling of the files incident to 
making- this recommendation had made the contemplated recommendation known to 
quite a number of persons and this had been an error in judgment upon his 
part and efforts were being made to see that this procedure was corrected 
in the future* The Director told Mr. Mohr he would be less than frank if 
the Director did not express to him his extreme concern over the laxity of 
security in the Administrative Division. The Director pointed out it 
seemed to be a shame that recommendaii ons could not be made without them 
being leaked at once to the field before the Director even had an opportunity 
to approve or disapprove them. The Director stated he felt until the 
identity of the individual who had so grossly betrayed his trust as an 
employee of the FBI was ascertained that the Director could not have full 
confidence in the functioning of the Administrative Division. 

\By letter dated 2-14*55 he was GMJU IRED- for permitting 5 items of mail con- 
Itaining errors to clear the Administrative Division during the past 2 weeks. 

\By letter dated 2-24-55 he was C OMMENCE D . for his efforts in having material so] 
I well prepared for budget hearings before the House Committee this year. 

On 3-13-55 he received a basic increase to $13,975 per annum in Grade GS-17. 

fBy letter dated 3-22-55 he was CENSURED for reviewing and approving 6 
items of outgoing mail containing errors which he did not detect during the 
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past five weeks, - He was advisjed the Bureau was not unmindful of the fact 
that- it was necessary for him to review a heavy volume of official corres^ 
pondence daily, However^ he was- instructed to exercise the highest degree 
of care in his review of outgoing mail in order that it will be free of. 
errors. 

On 3-31-55 Mr. Tolson rated him SATISFACTORY. 

By letter dated 5-3-55 he was CENSURED for the inaccurate tabulation of 
letters of censure chargeable to the El Paso\Off ice for March, 1955, which 
improperly charged that office for one letter of censure which concerned 
an error committed by the Agent in his prior office of assignment. 

By letter dated 5-16-55 he was C ENSURE D* in view of the fact that a Special 
Agent Supervisor of his Division, Albert P. Gunsser s had gone to a nearby 
restaurant for personal business on 5-9 and 5-10-55, after he had recorded 
on the sign-in and -out register that he was ready to assume his official 
duties. 

By letter dated 5-23-55 he was COMMENDE D and through him the Bureau's 
APPRECIATION was expressed to those employees of the Administrative 
iDivision was participated in making the Attorney ^eneral's Staff Conference 
tat Quantico so effective. ' 

I By letter dated 6-31-55 he was C OMMENDED for his efforts in connection with 
I Operation Alert. He was advised he should certainly be proud in the 
knowledge that' his enthusiasm and' diligence were instrumental in making 
this a worth-while test of the Bureau's operating procedures. ■ 

i By letter dated 7-11-55 he was ' CENSURE D\for his failure to participate in 
j scheduled firearms training for the., latter half of the fiscal:year 1955 x 

and for the failure of three of his subordinates to attend one of the' 

scheduled firearms training periods during this time. 

(By letter dated 7-19-55 he was CENSURED inasmuch as. an inquiry made by the 
Training and. Inspection Division invo~the handling of Imprest Funds. in the 
FBI field offices had disclosed that the Administrative Division had been 
most lax in supervising this project. The'Director had repeatedly indicated 
the urgent need for tight and meticulous handling of such funds; however, 
he (Mr. Mohr) had failed to heed these warnings. 

Sy letter dated 8-17-55 he was CENSURED for his failure to take, into 
Icons i deration the fact that an employee of the Bureau was a veteran when 
Isubmitting recommendation for administrative action in the. 'case of the 
lemployee. 
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On 8-25-55 Mr* Roll omari talked to Mr * Mohr concerning the items on his list 
and advised him it would be necessary that all items^on his list be handled 
by the close of business 8-36-55 and Mr. Mohr informed Mr. Holloman they 
would be so handled* In regard to the^ handling of a suggestion made by 
3A William M* Mponey at an interview with Mr. Mason concerning stenographic 
salaries in the Bureau* Mooney felt that we should 'have a Grade Five steno- 
graphic position' and also made the observation -that the stenographers at the 
Seat of Government were not quite as well qualified as stenographers, in the 
Field. * 'In this connection,, the Director noted "Why has it taken from-',* 
August 2 to August 25 - over 3 weeks to handle this?" By memorandum dated 
8-30-55 Mr* Mohr advised the . memorandum with respect to this matter had 
gone forward to the director, under today's date (8-30-55) although 'he had 
prepared an initial memorandum on 8-25-55; however, Mr. Mohr said Mr* N%.chola\ 
felt that there were several aspects of this memorandum which should be 
given careful study* Mr* Nichols felt that the Executives Conference should 
be given t an„ opportunity to consider specific questions as to ^whether we 
should raise the standards for stenographic employees from 80 words a 
minute to perhaps some higher rate per minute* Mr* Mohr presented the 
matter to the Executives Conference and they recommended no change* In 
■this regard Mr* Nichols noted "This is correct and I assume this responsi- 
bility for delay." Mr* Mohr said the delay in connection with the 
preparation of tfis memorandum was occasioned- by the fact he was desirous of 
collecting and obtaining as much information as possible with respect to 
the situation as we could get* Furthermore, 
the priority to which it was entitled and he 
considerable period of the delay in the handl ing of this matter. Mr* Mohr 
initially asked Mr. H. L. Edwards to check into this matter and get the 
background information for him, which he did promptly. Mr. Mohr regretted 
the delay in handling this matter and the Director may be assured that in 
the future he would handle such matters more promptly. 

Also, in connection -with the handling of a request from Frank Chambers in 
the Department dated 8-17-55, concerning new statutes enacted during the 
last sessions of Congress which would impose new and' additional responsi- 
bilities and obligations, on the Department and result in additional cost 
of operation, the Director asked, "Why has it taken from Aug. 18 to' Aug 25 - 
one week to dispose of this?" By memorandum dated 8-30-55 Mr* Mohr said it 
was his recollection that this memorandum was received by him late Thursday 
afternoon, 8-13 or early Friday 8-19* Mr. Mohr said he promptly assigned 
it to Mr. Gunsser to gather the necessary, material and obtain the estimates 
from the Investigative and Domestic Intelligence Divisions. Mr. Gunsser 
handled his phase of the work promptly* As Mr* Mohr recalled, "Ke^^Mr. Gunssei\ 
had a memorandum prepared on Tuesday, August 23* Mr* Mohr talked over 
various aspects of it with Mr* Callahan and there were a 'number of items of 
legislation where Mr. Gunsser had been unable^to obtain estimates from the 



he did not give this matter 
was responsible for a 
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Domestic Intelligence Division. Mr. Mohr personally discussed these with 
Mr. Belmont and they were able to arrive at some conservative and 
reasonable estimates. The memorandum in question was redrafted and retyped 
and was ready for dispatch on August 25. Mr. Mohr stated at the same time, 
similar data was being worked on for a memorandum to the Attorney General 
which was also ready for dispatch on August 25. Mr. Mohr stated any delay 
in connection with this matter was attributed to his (Mr. Mohr's) handling 
which he sincerely regretted. In connection with the above mentioned items 
the Director noted, "There is just too much delay in handling these kinds 
of matters." 

By letter dated 9-16-55 he was COMMENDED, for the splendid record thus far 
achieved by the Administrative Division in the 1955-56 FBI Employees 
Consolidated Charity Drive. 

By letter dated 9-26-55 he was CENSUSES, f or an excessive number of non- 
substantive errors which he failed to detect in correspondence personally 
reviewed and approved by him during the past 18 weeks. 

By letter dated 10-2-55 the Director congratulated him on his sixteenth 
anniversary with the FBI. 

By letter dated 10-25-55 he, and the personnal of his Division, were 
CO MMENDED for their participation in the Suggestion Program. 

His daily average overtime for October, 1955 was 2 hours 47 minutes. 

By memorandum dated 11-4-55 the Director expressed to Mr. Mohr his great 
displeasure for the manner in which an anonymous communication,'. which was 
received in the Bureau in November, 1954, was handled by the Administrative 
Division. This communication alleged certain individuals employed in the 
Government, among whom was Joseph Kelly, FBI, were sexual deviates* and 
although there was only one Joseph Kelly assigned to the Seat of Government 
no effort was made to interview him or otherwise determine whether" he 
might be identical with the person referred to in the anonymous communication.) 
The Director said the Administrative Division was grossly derelict in not 
processing this card and the Director wanted it distinctly understood that 
in the future should such communications be received or allegations be made 
concerning possible Bureau employees definite action be taken to prove or 
disprove such allegations. 

He was COMMENDED by letter dated 11-17-55 due to the fact that no mail was 
returned to the Admininstrative Division for correction of errors during the 
work week beginning 11-7-55. 

His daily average overtime for November was 2 hours 58 minutes. 

On 12-4-55 he received a Uniform Promotion to$14,190 per annum in GS-17. 
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By letter dated 12-13-55 he was COMMENDED for his highly capable performance 
during the recent alert test. 

His daily -average overtime for December was 2 hours 43 minutes. 

During an inspection of the Administrative Division in January, 1956, 
Mr. Taram said Mr. Mohr was an extremely capable individual. He had a 
complete knowledge of all. the operations of the Division, and he was very 
forceful and personable. Mr. Taram felt that since his assignment, * to the 
Administrative Division he had done a great deal to improve the operations 
of this Division. He was* a strict disciplinarian and had promoted excellent 
morale in the Division. The various functions of, the Division were rated 
as follows: 



PHYSICAL CONDITION AND MAINTENANCE 
PENDING WORK 

ADMINISTRATIVE OPERATIONS 
PERSONNEL MATTERS 
CONTACTS 



GOOD 

VERY GOOD 
GOOD 
VERY GOOD 

EXCELLENT 



By letter dated 2-9-56, reference was made to the inspection conducted by 
Mr. Tamm in January, 1956, and he was advised among other things that it 
was pleasing to note pending classifications of Bureau positions in the 
Personnel Section had been reduced from 487 in January, 1955, to 85 in 
January, 1956, and that vouchers on hand to be audited had been reduced 
from 298 on December 31, 1954, to 113 on December 31, 1955. The use of 
Sick leave should be closely followed, and the inspection results indicated 
generally favorable findings concerning the operations of the Administrative 
Division. 

He was commented by letter dated 2-2-56 for the excellent manner in which 
the material for the Director's use was prepared when the Director appeared 
before the House Appropriations Committed on 2-1-56'. 

By letter dated .2-27-56 he was CENSURED in connection with the maintenance 
of automotive equipment utilizecT at the L Seat of Government inasmuch as it 
was apparent there. had been a serious breakdown in this phase of the 
functions in his Division. The vehicles were in an extremely dirty 
condition on 2-23-56, and since he had the over-all responsibility for this 
operation he was very definitely at fault. 

His daily average overtime for January, 1956, was 3 hours 30 minutes, and 
for February was 4 hours 40 minutes. 

By memorandum dated 3-16-56 the Director said that on this date there came 
to his desk a recommendation for cash awards to 3 employees, two of whom 
had been driving buses and one of whom had been driving a carry-all. The 
Director approved these awards, and later made inquiry of Mr. Tolson if any 
one of these three had been involved in the incident which resulted in a 
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letter of censure being directed to Mr. Mohr on 2-27-56, and Mr. Tolson 
said he would make inquiry. The Director said he had been advised by 
Mr. Tolson that one of these three was involved in this "mess." 
The Director said he was very definitely of the impression he had failed 
completely to impress upon Mr. Mohr and his Division how seriously the 
Director considers the derelictions in the improper care and handling of 
the motor vehicles. The Director wanted to stress most emphatically that 
he did not intend to stand for what up to this time the Director had 
assumed was carelessness , but now gives indication of being deliberate 
insubordination, and if the Director sees any further evidence of it, he 
shall take drastic disciplinary action. Mr. Mohr was CENSURED by letter 
of 3-28-56 for recommending fchese three employees for casn awards when 2 
actually one of the employees recommended was under consideration for 
disciplinary action in connection with a survey being conducted b^the 
Training and Inspection Division regarding the maintenance of motor vehicles 
at the Seat of Government. 

By letter dated 3-26-56 he was CE NSURED for the manner in which his Division 
carried out its responsibilities relating to the inspection of Bureau cars. 

On 3-31-56 Mr, Tolson rated him SATISFACTORY. 

His daily average overtime for March was 3 hours 33 minutes, April, 2 hours 
28 minutes, and May, 2 hours 33 minutes. 

He was CENSURED bv letter dated 6-19-56 for the failure on the part of 
personnel under his supervision to properly analyze a communication dated 
5-17-56, received from former SA W. George Goold in which he advised of a 
serious personal problem confronting him and indicated he was interested in 
a transfer to any one of his offices of preference. 

His daily average overtime for June was 3 hours 02 minutes. 

He was COMMENDED by letter dated 7-26-56 for his outstanding job of 
handling his responsibilities during the recent Operation Alert. 
His daily average overtime for July. was 6 hours 23 minutes, for August, 4 
hours 11 minutes, and for September, 3 hours 40 minutes. 

By memorandum dated 9-4-56, Mr. Nichols advised Mr. Mohr had attended the 
annual convention of the American Bar Association in Dallas, Texas from 
8-27 to 8-31-56, and Mr. Nichols said Mr. Mohr circulated with ease and in 
Mr. Nichol's opinion, handled himself in a very effective manner. His 
conversation with perfect strangers which he met for the first time was 
pointed and he was always pushing the Bureau, and Mr. Nichols thought he 
got around surprisingly well. 

By letter dated 10-2-56 the Director congratulated him on his Seventeenth 
Anniversary with the Bureau, and by letter dated 10-2-56 Mr. Mohr thanked 
the Director for remembering his anniversary. 
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His daily average overtime for October was 2 hours 36 minutes. 

By letter dated 11-13-56 APPRECIATION was expressed to him and through him 
to his associates who cooperated in the preparation of the material which 
was used in the new book "The FBI Story." 

His daily average overtime for November was 2 hours 48 minutes, and for > 
December was 2 hours 50 minutes. 

By letter dated 1-30-57 the Director advised him his helpfulness in 
connection with the preparation of material for the Director's use before 
the House appropriations Committee was indeed appreciated. 

His daily average overtime for January, 1957, was 3 hours 15 minutes, 
and for February was 3 hours 20 minutes. 

By letter dated 3-26-57 he was £SCiSUEEEi inasmuch as during the past several 
months he had reviewed and approved a number of items of official rt, _ 
correspondence containing, nonsubstantive errors which he failed to'detect 
and have corrected. 

On 3-31-57 Mr. Tolson rated him OUTSTANDING, and by letter dated 4-5-57 
he thanked the Bureau for the Outstanding rating afforded hinu By letter 
dated 4-11-57 he was also advised that an INCENTIVE AWARD had been approved 
for him in recognition of the superior fashion in which he had directed 
the many and varied functions of his Division. There was enclosed a check 
in the amount of $410.00, which represented an award of $500.00, less 
withholding tax. 

His daily average overtime for March was 2 hours 52 minutes; April, 2 hours 
56 minutes; and May, 3 hours. 

On 6-2-57 he received a Uniform Promotion to $14,405 per annum in Grade 
GS-17. 

By letter dated 6-26-57 he was CENSURE! ! since nevf clerical employees having 
no housing problems were permitted to leave class before the close of 
business on the first day along with the group who had to locate housing. 
In this connection the Director commented, "I never suspected any such 
slipshod procedures." 

His daily average overtime for June was 2 hours 33 minutes; July, 3 hours 
18 minutes; and August, 3£hours 20 minutes. 

His daily average overtime^ or September, 1957, 3 hours 20 minutes; October, 
2 hours 26 minutes. 
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On 10-2-57 the Director congratulated him on his Eighteenth Anniversary 
with the Bureau. 

On 10-29-57 he was promoted to grade GS-18, $16,000 per annum. 

His daily average overtime for November, 1957, 2 hours 42 minutes; December! 

3 hours 54 minutes; January, 1958, 4 hours 5 minutes; February, 3 hours 

4 minutes. 

By letter dated 1-10-58 he was CENSURED ;i n view of the number of non^- 
substative errors discovered in official communications approved by him. 

On 1-12-58 he received a basic increase to $17,500 per annum in GS-18. 

By letter dated 1-16-58 he was COMMENDED for the manner in which the 
budget material was prepared. ~~"~* 

His daily average overtime for Harch, 1958, 3 hours 4 minutes. 

On 3-31-58 he was rated OUTSTANDING by Mr. Tolson. 

His daily average overtime for April, 1958, 2 hours 53 minutes; May, 
2 hours 43 minutes. 

By letter dated 5-9-58 he was given a CASH AWARD in the amount of $500 
| in recognition of the outstanding annual performance rating covering his 
services for the period 4-1-57 to 3-31-58. 

His daily average overtime for June, 1958, 2 hours 28 minutes; July, 
4 hours 29 minutes. 

By letter dated 7-22-58 he was _g£HSIIfiEU. in connection with an article 
which appeared in the "New York Times" on 6-22-58. This arti&e attributed 
a tabulation of certain crimes to the FBI.. The tabulation in the nevs item 
was completely inaccurate and prompt consideration should have been given 
to possible Bureau action in the situation. Notwithstanding this, when 
the news item was received in the Administrative Division it was initialed 
without any apparent consideration regarding necessary action. 

His daily average overtime for August, 1958, 5 hours 1 minutes; September, 
3. hours 56 minutes. 

By letter dated 9-9-58 he was CENSURED as a result of the inquiry made 
into the use of personally owned rJEUtomobiles on official business. It 
had been ascertained that a definite weakness exists in the controls 
maintained at the Seat of Government. No check was made to determine 
the circumstances under which personally owned automobiles were used on 
official business. 

- 16 - 



m 



% 



DURING AN INSPECTION OF THE ADMINISTRATIVE DIVISION IN SEPTEMBER, 1958, 
Inspector J. F. Malone advised that he was a hard-hitting administrator 
who had a good understanding of the operations of his division and of the 
Bureau as a whole. He was very proud of his Division and its work. 
The various functions of the division were rated as follows: 

PHYSICAL CONDITION AND MAINTENANCE .... VERY GOOD 

PENDING WORK VERY GOOD 

ADMINISTRATIVE OPERATIONS VERY GOOD 

PERSONNEL MATTERS VERY GOOD 

CONTACTS AND LIAISON EXCELLENT 

By letter dated 9-23-58 he was advised of the results of the inspection 
of the Administrative Division and among other things, advised that he 
should make certain that he implement the corrective action recommended 
in regard to control over the use of personally owned automobiles in the 
field. The production in the stenographic pool was below the average for 
other Divisions at the Seat of Government. The vocation records con- 
tained dat a which was no longer accurate or current. The Division was 
commended on accomplishments in the Health Service. 

On 10-2-58 the Director congratulated him on his 19th Anniversary with the 
Bureau . 

His daily average overtime for October, 1958, 2 hours 48 minutes; November, 
2 hours 31 minutes; December, 2 hours 12 minutes; January, 1959, 2 hours 
36 minutes; February, 2 hours 59 minutes. 

By letter dated 2-5-59 the Director expressed appreciation for his 
helpfulness in connection with the preparation of the material for the 
Budget Hearing on 2-5-59. 

On 3-31-59 Mr. Tolson rated him EXCELLENT. 

His daily average overtime for March, 1959, 1 hour 43 minutes; April, 

1 hour 40 minutes; May, 2 hours 1 minute; June, 2 hours 10 minutes. 

By letter dated 6-17-59 he was COMMENDED for his cooperation during the 
filming of r*!Ehe FBI Story." ^ 

His daily average overtime for July, 1959, 2 hours 12 minutes; August, 

2 hours 13 minutes; September, 2 hours 20 minutes; October, 1 hour 35 
minutes. 

On 10-2-59 the Director personally presented him with the Bureau's Twenty- 
Year Service Award Key. 

His daily average overtime for November, 1959, 2 hours 6 minutes. 
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On 12-30-59, he was designated Assistant to the Director which in- 
volved no change in grade or salary. 

His daily average overtime for December, 1959, was 2 hours 9 minutes; 
January, I960, 3 hours 29 minutes; February, 4 hours 16 minutes. 

By letter dated 2-8-60, he was COMMENDED for the excellent manner in 
which he assisted the Director in connection with his appearance 
before the House Appropriations Subcommittee in justifying the Bureau's 
1961 appropriation request. 

By letter dated 2-29-60, he was CENSURED for a number of errors in 
items of outgoing correspondence which he reviewed and approved. 

By letter dated 3-3-60, he was COMMENDED, and through him, the per- 
sonnel in his office, for the outstanding attitude displayed in re- 
porting for duty on that date despite the extremely adverse weather 
conditions in the area. 

On 3-31-60, Mr. Tolson rated him EXCELLENT. 

His daily average overtime for March, 1960, was 3 hours 6 minutes. 

By letter dated 4-6-60, he was CENSURED for a number of nonsubstantive 
errors noted in various items of official correspondence reviewed and 
approved by him. 

By letter dated 4-12-60, he was CENSURED in connection $ with a memor- 
andum concerning the reallocation of SA Joseph E. Baker of the Newark 
Office which contained an obvious error. 

By letter dated 4-22-60, he was CENSURED inasmuch as he failed to dis- 
cover an error in a brief dated 4-13-60, concerning ASAC James L. 
Handley. 

His daily average overtime for April, 1960, was 2 hours 49 minutes. 

By letter dated 5-27-60, he was CENSURED for failure to detect erros 
in a number of items of outgoing correspondence reviewed and approved 
by him. 

His dally average overtime for May, 1960, was 2 hours 26 minutes; June, 

2 hours 6 minutes; rflulv n ^ hours 17 minutes. r Qn_ 7-10-60, he received a 
Basic Increase to $l8750Cr per annum in eraae GS-18. 

By letter dated 8-12-60, he received an INCENTIVE AWARD in the amount 
of $200.00 in recognition of the outstanding job he did in selecting 
the location for the Tampa Office. 

His daily average overtime for August, 1960, was 2 hours 9 minutes. 
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By letter dated 9-30-60, the Director CONGRATULATED him on his 
Twenty-first Anniversary in the FBI. 

His daily average overtime for September, I960, was 2 hours 14 min- 
utes; October, 2 hours 39 minutes; November, 2 hours 34 minutes. 

By letter dated 12-1-60, he expressed gracious comments concerning 
the Liaison Party held by the Bureau, His letter was subsequently 
acknowledged. 

By letter dated 12-2-60, he was CENSURED inasmuch as he had been 
charged with 12 reviewing errors in outgoing correspondence. 

By letter dated 12-12-60, he was COMMENDED for the outstanding atti- 
tude exhibited by him in reporting for duty on that date despite 
the extremely hazardous travel conditions in the area. 

His daily average overtime for December, 1960, was 2 hours 41 min- 
utes; January, 1961, 3 hours 9 minutes; February, 2 hours 39 minutes. 

By letter dated 3-21-61, he was CENSURED for a number of reviewing 
errors in connection with outgoing correspondence. 

On 3-31-61, Mr. Tolson rated him OUTSTANDING. 

His daily average overtime for March, 1961, was 3 hours 3 minutes. 

By letter dated 4-12-61 , he received an INCENTIVE AWARD in the amount 
of $500.00 in recognition of his services from the period 4-1-60, 
through 3-31-61, which merited an Outstanding perfdmance rating. 

By letter dated 4-27-61, he was CENSURED in the over-all responsibility 
for the unsatisfactory functioning of the Crime Records Dilvision in 
the handling of a request in January, 1961, from a young lady attending 
the Mississippi State College for Women for literature relating to 
communism. 

His daily average overtime for April, 1961, was 2 hours 52 minutes; 
May, 2 hours 56 minutes. 

By letter dated 6-28-61, he was CENSURED for demonstrating extremely 
poor judgment in concurring in the recommendation that an allegation 
made by SA William W. Turner against the Special Agent in Charge of 
the Oklahoma City Division not be fully and penetratively investigated. 

His daily average overtime for June, 1961, was 2 hours 48 minutes; 
July, 2 hours 26 minutes; August, 1 hour 52 minutes. 

By letter dated 9-1-61, he was CENSURED for approving a memorandum of 
the Administrative Division of 8-25-61, which contained an incorrect 
statement regarding Chief Judge A. P. Murrah of Oklahoma City. 
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By letter dated 9-5-61, he was CENSURED inasmuch as defects in per- 
sonal appearance and personality had been noted in a number of the 
New Special Agents undergoing training and it was obvious that proper 
supervision and guidance had not been afforded them since their entry 
on duty. There had been a definite failure on his part to properly 
supervise the training program of these men. 

By letter dated 9-25-61, he expressed APPRECIATION to the Director 
for his thought fulness and kindness in raising the per diem rate for 
certain Bureau officials. 

By letter dated 9-28-61, he was CENSURED in connection with the trans- 
fer of a Special Agent to the New York Office as his first office of 
assignment , which was contrary to the Director's instructions. 

His daily average overtime for September, 1961, was 5 hours 31 minutes. 

By letter dated 10-2-61, the Director CONGRATULATED him on his Twenty- 
second Anniversary in the FBI. 

By letters dated 10-18-61, to Brigadier; General David Sarnoff , Radio 
Corporation of America and to Honorable John Hay Whitney, New York 
Herald Tribune he protested the Attack on the Bureau and the Director. 
By letter dated 10-25-61, appreciation was expressed to him for his 
confidence. 

His daily average overtime for October, 1961, was 2 hours 3 minutes; 
November, 2 hours 38 minutes; December, 2 hours 59 minutes. 

By letter dated 1-26-62, he was COMMENDED for his helpfulness in 
connection with the budget hearings. 

His daily average overtime for January, 1962, was 3 hours 10 minutes. 

By letter dated 2-7-62, he was CENSURED for failure to note a number 
of errors in outgoing correspondence which he reviewed and approved. 

By letter dated 2-20-62, he was CENSURED for approving a memorandum 
in which erroneous information was subsequently detected. 

By letter dated 2-26-62, he was CENSURED for failure to make certain 
that equipment carried in the Director's automobile was in perfect 
working condition. 

His daily average overtime for February, 1962, was 2 houis 23 minutes. 
On 3-31-62, Mr. Tolson rated him OUTSTANDING. 

His daily average overtime for March, 1962, was 2 hours 54 minutes. 
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By letter dated 4-9-62, he was CENSURED for failure to determine if 
an Agent's physical fitness was satisfactory prior to his designation 
to serve as an Assistant Legal Attache at Rome. (RE: SA Christopher 
J. Vizas) 

By letter dated 4-25-62, he received an INCENTIVE AWARD in the amount 
of $500.00 in recognition of his services for the period 4-1-61, to 
3-31-62, which merited an Outstanding performance rating. 

His daily average overtime for April, 1962, was 2 hours 37 minutes; 
May, 2 hours 20 minutes; June, 2 hours 33 minutes; July, 2 hours 31 
minutes; August, 2 hours 31 minutes; September, 2 hours 31 minutes. 

By letter dated 10-2-62, the Director CONGRATULATED him on the occasion 
of his Twenty-third Anniversary in the Bureau. 

Effective 10-14-62, he received a Basic Increase to $20,000 per annum 
in Grade GS-18. 

His daily average overtime for October, 1962, was 2 hours 12 minutes; 
November, 2 hours 20 minutes; December, 1 hour 43 minutes; January, 
1963, 2 hours 5 minutes. 

By letter dated 2-13-63, he was CENSURED for approving an outgoing 
letter to Mr. Henry R. Luce of New York City which contained language 
which was unsuitable under the circumstances. 

His daily average overtime for February, 1963, was 2 hours 48 minutes. 

On 3-31-63, Mr. Tolson rated him OUTSTANDING. 

His daily average overtime for March, 1963, was 2 hours 42 minutes. 

By letter dated 4-9-63, he received an INCENTIVE; AffARD in the amount 
of $500.00 in recognition of his services from 4-1-62 to 3-31-63, which 
merited an Outstanding performance rating. 

His daily average overtime for April, 1963, was 2 hours 8 minutes. 

By letter dated 5-13-63, he was CENSURED inasmuch as there was a 
serious weakness in the handling of negotiations for new office space 
for the Chicago Office. 

His daily average overtime for May, 1963, was 2 hours 1 minute; June, 
1 hour 39 minutes; July, 1 hour 47 minutes; August, 2 hours 10 minutes. 
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By letter dated 9-18-63, he was CENSURED inasmuch as he reviewed and 
approved a summary prepared for the Director's use on SAC R f K. Moore 
of the Little Rock Office in which pertinent information regarding the 
major shortcomings of Mr. Moore was not set forth. 

His daily average overtime for September, 1963, was 2 hours 6 minutes. 

By letter dated 10-2-63, the Director CONGRATULATED him on his Twenty- 
fourth Anniversary in the FBI. 

His daily average overtime for October, 1963, was 1 hour 51 minutes; 
November, 2 hours 26 minutes. 

Memorandum dated 12-4-63, stated he was COMMENDED for volunteering to work 
on 11-25-63, in connection with the emergency.occasioned by the 
assassination of the President. 

His daily average overtime for December, 1963, was 2 hours 21 minutes; 
January, 1964, 2 hours 9 minutes. 

By letter dated 2-4-64, he was COMMENDED for his capable assistance in 
connection with the Director's appearance before the House Appropria- 
tions Subcommittee. The material which was prepared under his direction 
for the Director's use was most comprehensive and proved to be unusually 
effective. 

His daily average overtime for February, 1964, was 2 hours 5 minutes. 

By letter dated 3-3-64, he was CENSURED for reviewing and approving a 
summary memorandum relating to the Special Agent in Charge of the San 
Juan Office in which there was a serious mistake. 

On 3-31-64, his services were rated OUTSTANDING. 

His daily average overtime for March, 1964, was 2 hours 11 minutes. 

A routing slip dated 4-6-64, from Mr. Tolson to the Director noted the 
action in the case of Agent Hosty at Dallas which was passed upon by Mr. 
Mohr and Mr. Clayton and Mr.. Tolson advised both of them that matters of 
this importance in the future must be submitted either to Mr. Tolson or to 
the Director for consideration. The Director noted, "I certainly agree. 
Bad judgment was used in removing . this man from probation." 

By letter dated 4-14-64, he received an INCENTIVE AWARD in the amount of 
$500.00 in recognition of his 1964 Outstanding , Performance Rating. He 
expressed appreciation for this rating and award by letter dated 4-16-64. 
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His daily average overtime for April, 1964, was 2 hours 13 minutes; May, 
2 hours 41 minutes; June, 1 hour 13 minutes. 

Effective 7-5-64, he received a Salary Increase to $26,000 per annum in 
Level 5 by a Special Act of Congress. 

His daily average overtime for July, 1964, was 1 hour 59 minutes; August, 
2 hours 2 minutes; September, 2 hours 10 minutes. 

On 10-2-64, the Director personally presented him with the Bureau's 
Twenty-five-Year Service Award Key and Congratulatory Letter. 

His daily average overtime for October, 1964, was 2 hours 8 minutes; 
November, 1 hour 55 minutes. 

By letter dated 12-11-64, he received an INCENTIVE AWARD in the amount 
of $300100 for the exceptionally fine manner in which he directed the 
William W. Turner case. He expressed appreciation for this award by 
letter dated 12-14-64. 

His daily average overtime for December, 1964, was 1 hour 31 minutes; 
January, 1965> 2 hours 16 minutes; February, 1 hour 45 minutes. 

By letter dated 3-12-65, he was CENSURED for the failure of the 
Administrative Division to insure that the Director's limousine was 
adequately equipped. (The car robe was missing from the limousine.) 

On 3-31-65, his services were rated OUTSTANDING. 

His daily average overtime for March, 1965* was 2 hours 23 minutes. 

By letter dated 4-14-65, he received an INCENTIVE AWARD in the amount 
of $500.00 in recognition of his 1965 Outstanding Performance Rating. 
He expressed appreciation for this rating and award in a letter to the , 
Director dated 4-14-65. 

His daily average overtime for April, 1965* was 1 hour 32 minutes; May, 
2 hours 18 minutes. 

By letter dated 6-21-65, he was CENSURED for failure to attend the. 
recent conference with representatives of a .Congressional committee 
which dealt with the printing operations of the FBI. 

His daily average overtime for June, 1965* was 1 hour 28 minutes; July,* ,. 
2 hours 25 minutes; 
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By letter dated 8-9-65, Honorable John P. Maurer, President, Southeastern 
University, Washington, D. C, invited Mr. Mohr to serve on an Advisory 
Cabinet being established by the Board of Trustees of Southeastern 
University. Mr, Mohr acknowledged this letter on 8-19-65, and with the 
Bureau*s approval, accepted this invitation. 

His daily average overtime for August, 1965, was 1 hour 56 minutes; 
September, 2 hours 27 minutes. 

By letter dated 10-1-65, the Director congratulated him on his Twenty- 
sixth Anniversary in the Bureau. His anniversary was on 10-2-65, which 
was Saturday. He expressed appreciation for this congratulatory note in 
a letter to the Director dated 10-1-65. 

His daily average overtime for October, 1965, was 1 hour 52 minutes; 
November, 1 hour 44 minutes; December, 1 hour 56 minutes; January, 1966, 
1 hour 50 minutes; February, 2 hours 48 minutes. 

On 3-31-66, his services were rated OUTSTANDING. 

His daily average overtime for March, 1966, was 1 hour 19 minutes. 

By letter dated 4-7-66, he received an INCENTIVE AWARD in the amount of 
$500.00 in recognition of his 1966 Outstanding Performance Rating. He 
expressed appreciation for this rating and award in a letter to the 
Director dated 4-7-66, 

His daily average overtime for April, 1966, was 1 hour 52 minutes; May, 
1 hour 38 minutes; June, 1 hour 31 minutes; July, 1 hour 30 minutes; 
August, 1 hour 27 minutes. 

By letter dated 9-30-66, the Director congratulated him on the occasion 
of his forthcoming anniversary in the Bureau. His anniversary was on 
10-2-66, which was Sunday. He expressed appreciation to the Director 
for this congratulatory note. 

His daily average overtime for September, 1966, was 1 hour 30 minutes; 
October, 1 hour 19 minutes. 



In connection with memoran 
premium pay benefits to SA 



t 



m daJi&d ll-Q^-fifi 



reporting overpayment in 
over an extended period due 



to deficiencies by employees in the Voucher-Statistical Section, the 
Director noted: "Keep in mind when next meritorious outstanding awards 
are made as both Mohr and Callahan have been derelict." 

His daily average overtime for November, 1966, was 1 hour 26 minutes; 
December, 1 hour 26 minutes; January, 1967, 1 hour 38 minutes. 
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By letter dated 2-17-67, the Director expressed appreciation to him and 
through him to Mr. Callahan and the personnel of the Administrative 
Division for the preparation of the material which made it possible for 
him to make the presentation before the Subcommittee on Appropriations 
of the House of Representatives on 2-16-67. 

His daily average overtime for February, 1967, was 2 f ll". 

On 3-31-67, his services were rated OUTSTANDING. 

His daily average overtime for March, 1967, was 1*33V. 

By letter dated 4-10-67, he received an INCENTIVE AWARD in the amount of 
$500.00 in recognition of his 1967 Outstanding performance Rating. He 
expressed appreciation for this rating and award in a letter dated 4-11-67. 

His daily average overtime for April, 1967, was 1 , 32"; May, 1'30". 

By letter dated 6-20-67, he was CENSURED inasmuch as he reviewed and 
approved a memorandum which had been prepared concerning the physical 
condition of a Special Agent. The memorandum in question indicated that 
the Director had approved an increase in the permissible weight of this 
Agent which was not so. 

His daily average overtime for June, 1967, was 1*32"; July, IMS"; August, 
1 , 34 1 '; September, l , 44"i; 

By letter dated 10-2-67, the Director CONGRATULATED him on his Twenty- 
eighth Anniversary in the Bureau. He expressed appreciation to the 
Director for this congratulatory message on 10-3-67. 

His daily average overtime for October, 1967, was 1*32"; November, 1*27". 

On 12-17-67, he received a Salary Increase to $28,000 per annum in 
Level 5, 

His daily average overtime for December, 1967, was 1'35"; January, 1968, 
1*48"; February, 2*47". 

On 3-31-68, his services were rated OUTSTANDING. 

His daily average overtime for March, 1968, was 1*44"; April, 1'25". 

By letter dated 4-2-68, he received an INCENTIVE AWARD in the amount of 
$500.00 in recognition of his 1968 Annual Performance Rating. 

His daily average overtime for May, 1968, was 1*17"; June, I'lS"; July, 
1*30"; August, l f 35"; September, 1*30"? 
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By letter dated 10-2-68, the Director CONGRATULATED him on his Twenty- 
ninth Anniversary in the FBI . 

^is daily average overtime for October, 1968, was 1*28"; November, on 
sick leave; December, IMS"; January, 1969, 2*6". 

On 2-23-69, he received a Salary Increase to $36,000 per annum in 
Level 5. 

His daily average overtime for February, 1969, was 1*40"; March, l f 48". 

On 3-31-69, his services were rated OUTSTANDING. 

By letter dated 4-3-69, he expressed appreciation for the Outstanding 
Performance Rating. 

His daily average overtime for April, 1969, was 2 , 17 n ; May, l l 39 ,, ; June, 
1«25"; July, 1'27 M ; August, l^"; September, 1*20". 

On 10-2-69, the Director personally presented him with the Bureau* s 
Thirty-Year Service Award Key and Congratulatory Letter. 

By letter dated 10-7-69, he was CENSURED as a result of a situation which 
developed in a division under his supervision wherein certain employees 
were indiscreet in their conversations, using offensive and loose language. 

By letter dated 10-10-69 i he was CENSURED due to inaccurate responses on 
the part of the Identification Division in connection with the submission 
of 6 fingerprint cards submitted by a particular agency for search 
through the files of that division. 

His daily average overtime for October, 1969, was 1*6"; November, 1*40"; 
December, 1*14". 

By letter dated 1-16-70, he advised the Director of his reactions to the 
series of CBS programs on the FBI. His letter was acknowledged 1-20-70. 

His daily average overtime for January, 1970, was l t 39". 

b 

By letter dated 2-10-70, he was CENSURED for approving a Service Award 
letter in connection with the Tenth Anniversary of an employee which 
improperly praised his gprvi rp« mngiriprin^ the fact that he was a 
personnel problem. | \ 

His daily average overtime for February, 1970, was 1*43"; March, 1*56". 
On 3-31-70, his services were rated OUTSTANDING. 

By letter dated 4-1-70, he expressed appreciation for the Outstanding 
Performance Rating,* 
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By letter dated 4-27-70, he was CENSURED for failure to ascertain certain 
statistical information was appropriate in connection with the submission 
of a voucher requesting reimbursement for applicant investigations con- 
ducted by the Bureau. 

His daily average overtime for April, 1970, was 1'29". 

Memorandum dated 5-5-70, reflected he shared in the responsibility of 

an incorrect memorandum which indicated conflicting grades for a clerical 

employee . 

His daily average overtime for May, 1970, was 1*22"; June, 1'5"; July, 
56". 

By letter dated 8-21-70, he received an INCENTIVE AWARD in the amount of 
$250,00 in recognition of the superior manner in which he fulfilled his 
responsibilities during the Director's absence from Washington, He 
expressed appreciation for this award in a letter to the Director dated 
8-21-70, 

His daily average overtime for August, 1970, was 1M1"; September, 1 , 15 M . 

By letter dated 10-2-70, the Director CONGRATULATED him on his Thirty- 
first Anniversary in the FBI. He expressed appreciation for the 
Director's congratulatory message by letter dated 10-2-70, 

By letter dated 10-14-70, he was CENSURED inasmuch as he was partially 
responsible for unnecessary delays in a memorandum. 

His daily average overtime for October, 1970, was l'SO". 

On 11-16-70, he was CENSURED inasmuch as the driver of the Director's 
vehicle had not been afforded a current physical examination prior to 
selection for such duty, (Robert B. Jones) 

His daily average overtime for November, 1970, was 2' 51"; December, I '24"; 
January, 1971, 1*41"; February, 1'49". 

On 3-31-71, his services were rated OUTSTANDING. 

His daily average overtime for March, 1971, was l f 40". 

By letter dated 4-5-71, he received an INCENTIVE AWARD in the amount of 
$500.00 in recognition of his Outstanding Performance Rating. He ex- 
pressed appreciation for this award and rating. 

By letter dated 4-5-71, he referred to the articles in the Post, the 
Newsweek and Life magazines and expressed his continuing staunch support. 
His letter was acknowledged 4-6-71. 
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His daily average overtime for April, 1971, was 1*23"; May, 1*33"; June, 
2*22"; July, 1132"; August, l^"; September, 1»28". 

By letter dated 10-1-71, the Director CONGRATULATED him on his Thirty- 
second Anniversary in the Bureau. He expressed appreciation for the 
Director's message by letter dated 10-1-71. 
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FD-285 (Rev. 10-21-70) 
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FBI PERSONNEL STATUS FORM 



TO: DIRECTOR. FBI 

MYySTATUS WITH RESPECT TO THE ITEMS BELOW IS AS FOLLOWS: 



i« ' 2/rfta 



(A) name: (Last, first, middle - as it appears on Bureau Rolls) 

Moh'r, John P. 



IB) 



DATE OF 

4/20/10 



BIRTH 



{C} SOCIAL SECUJiJTY NUMBER 



(D> MARITA'l STATUS: □SINGLE fiFJMARRlEO □ DIVORCED □ SEPARATED Q WIDOW □ WIDOWER 

SPOUSE: name (maiden if female) Stella MOrrJS MCJir • ■ : „ „ age J>9_ 



Id 6 



RESIDENCE ADDRESS IF IT..D1FFERS FROM YOURS 
PLACE OF EMPLOYMENT 



(E) NAMES OF YOUR IMMEDIATE RELATIVES: (if deceased, so state) (use supplemental sheet if necessary) 



1. CHILDREN, STEPCHILDREN, THEIR SPOJSES 



RELATIONSHIP 



daughter 



son-in-law 



son 



dau- in-law 



AGE 

(if known) 



residence (City and State) (if known) 



Charlottesville T Va. 



Charlottesville. Va. 
Stuttgart, Germany 



Stuttgart, Germany 



2 . p ar en ts (including foster parents, stepparents, guard- 
ian, etc.), brothers, sisters a their spouses 



RELATIONSHIP 



AGE 

(if known) 



residence (City and State) (if known) 



William H. Sr.- 



father 



deceased 



Maria- '" 



mother 



91 



Kingston, ,N. . Y. 



Marie Schussler (John 1 ) 



sister. 



fi3 



Kingston, N. Y. 



I 



1 



isapeiia jNoian tjonn, deceased) 
William H. (Caroline )~"~~ 



sister 



J_L 



sister 



'.55 ) 



San Mateo, Calif. 



Haverstraw, N. Y. 



brother 



brother 



brother 



>f 



brother 



m 



Kingston. N. Y. 



Cincinnati. Ohio 



Phoenix, Ariz. 



New Britain, Conn. 



3. YOUR SPOUSE'S PARENTS, BROTHERS ft SISTERS 



RELATIONSHIP 



George Morris 



lather 



AGE 

(if known ) 



residence (City and State) (if known) 



deceased 



Ella Morris 



mother 



deceased 



Ralph Morris 



brother 



deceased 



F l oyd Morris 



brother 



deceased 



Ray F. Morris 



brother 



.£5l 



Arlington, Va. 



„ RECORDED 

2, FEB 3 1972 „ 




Tj— «"-J-- i n h h h r ■ ■ i 



r' 



be 



(F) NAMES OF ALL RELATIVES INCLUDING THOSE BY MARRIAGE NOW OR PREVIOUSLY EMPLOYED BY THE FBI 



- ■ - - '■;— 

NAME 


j. . 

EXACT RELATIONSHIP 


PRESENT EMPLOYEE 


FORMER EMPLOYEE 


1 


brother 


yes 




1 


sister-in-law 




ves 


1 


son 




ves 










. 









(G) NAMES OF ALL RELATIVES INCLUDING THOSE BY MARRIAGE NOW IN GOVERNMENT-SERVICE: 





NAME 


EXACT RELATIONSHIP 


GOVERNMENT AGENCY WHERE EMPLOYED 








brother 


FBI 






son 


Armv Dental Corps 


^ * t T . ■ 




% 






















* 




:. : ■'■ 




* , - 4 * 



(HO ORGANIZATIONS: ALL' EMPLOYEES list all organizations to which you presently belong r do not abbreviate. ONLY SPECIAL 
. . -' AGENTS list former membership in Boy Scouts (indicating exact rank attained)* and affiliation with fraternal, 

;,■ ' honorary or professional groups while in' college. NON-AGENTS ,ne'ed not list former memberships at any time. 



i / . . ' t NAME 


PRESENT 

(All 
Employees) 


.FORMER 

.(Agents 
Only) 


. r jj C ITY AND STATE 
»■ t ■ • • 


*/Boy- Scouts of America 




yes 


•first" r.lasfl . 


American Bar Association 


yes 






Buildings Management Association " 


yes 




* ^ \ 


















































• 
















■ * . - ' -* ' . 


■ •- * 




. ' . . L - *. t^ - * *~ 


." . 






■' '■'■ - ,-" ■ 



(0 CURRENT SCHOOL ATTENDANCE STATUS (NON- AGENTS Only): ARE YOU ATTENDING COLLEGE. OR ANY OTHER TYPE 
OF SCHOOL? □ NO'' □ YES INDICATE NAME OF INSTITUTION AND SUBJECTS IN WHI CH "ENROLLED. 



(j) PERSON TO BE NOTIFIED IN CASE OF EMERGENCY: 

name Stella M. Mohr 



RELATIONSHIP W^'P 



ADDRE3S 



3427 N. Edison St. , Arlington, Va. 22207 





(Signature) 

Assistant to the Director 

(Title) 



t 



Agent Vocation Record 

FD-287a (Rev. 6-27-60) 



SI 



t 



(Please type or print) 



Name (As it appears on Bureau rolls)' J 

John P/Mohr 



Date 



Date of Birth 4/ZU/1Q 



8/8/60 



EQD 10/2/39 



Check one: SA [3 SA V A-"0 



Education 





Location 


Dgjtes 


Degree 
(Give descriptive title, i.e., 




Name of School 


From To 


BS in Civil Eng.) 


College 

American University 
Columbus University LawSchool 


Wash., DC 
Wash., DC 


1931 1933 
1936 1 1939 


LL.B. Degree 

Mfrjfvr LaW 






Graduate School 










Malor 












Miscellaneous or Special Schools 
(Include Vocational and Radio Schools) 









List all college courses studied in mathematics, engineering and sciences, incLuding chemistry, physics, biology, radio, communica- 
tions, etc., regardless whether degree obtained. (Use supplemental sheet if necessary. ) 


Course 'Hours 


Course Hours 


Course 1 Hours 


> Course Hours 




1 
1 








1 
! 
1 






i 


1 
1 

i 




1 



BARS: 



Federal _ 
Other 



Year 



isas 



State 



Year 



CPA (State) 



Year 



Foreign Language and Dialects 
(Evaluate your proficiency in each phase as Excellent, Very Good, Good, Fair, or Unsatisfactory.) 



Name of Language 


Read 


Write 


Speak 


Understand 


Translate 


French and Spanish 


\ ■ u 


u 


u 


u 


u 



























Source of Proficiency 





Native 
Tongue 


Bureau 
School 


Academic 


No. Yrs. 
Studied 


Forelqn 
Assignment 


Bur. Test Taken 


Name of Language 


Yes j No 


French and Spanish 






XX 






t 

; XX 














1 

1 














1 
1 
1 



If you can handle any foreign language or languages fluently with little or no hesitation, and without use of a dictionary specify same. 



If you hav,e.hadjjny_T RAINlNG or ^EXPERIENCE i 
creative writing i'Ppyt^lnd,^set~f^th~as-fol^w<!jr^ 



Writing field Including newspaper reporting, writing for a periodical, and 



College gojreftUg g„ lOgrj" '"'" 



Hours 



Experience 



Period of Experience 



U 



27 



3 



Previous Employment 






Type of work and in what capacity 


Proficiency 


Period of Experience 








1 













Vocations and Avocations 

(Give detailed information regarding any special knowledge, abilities, talents, hobbies, trades, etc*, you possess, including 
athletics,) 



Vocation or Avocation 


Professional 


Amateur 


Proficiency 


Period of Experience 






















* ^. 











If you feel your experience in any of youi previous employments, vocations or avocations is sufficient so that you could use it as 
a cover in an undercover assignment, Identify same. 





Foreign Travel 


List all foreign countries you hav 

Mexico and Canada - 


e traveled In; in what capacity, and period 

short tourist visits 


there. 




Military Training 



Active duty: Branch 



Dates of Service 



Rank 



Specialized Military Training 



Are you interested in Foreign Assignment? Lj Yes CD No Location desired 

Typing ability W.P.M. Have you passed Bureau test? CD Yes Q No 

Shorthand ability W.P.M, Have yon passed Bureau tesH C3 Yes O No 



Name of Shorthand system you use 



Practical Experience in Radio 



(State degree of proficiency and length of time spent) 
Amateur Radio 



Licenses Held _ 



Commercial Radio Operator 

Radio, Television or Sound Repairman or Technician 

Experimenter or other 

International Morse Code: Transmit 

Technical Knowledge of any Electronic Devices 



.W.P.M. 



Receive 



.W.P.M. 



Miscellaneous 



List any other information, qualifications and accomplishments. 



* 





a 




: :\ <?> 



<i 




SS61 



MOT 



V f <%/ ^fojo 




John P. Mohr 
3-24-67 



n s 1 ^* e/ 



&*/# 



v 



^'^-3>- 







i 



July 17, 1972 



J 



tf 



Felt — 
Batea — 
Bishop _ 
Callahan 
Campbell 

Cleveland 

Conrad _l r 

Dalbey 

Jenkins 

Marshall 

Miller, E.S. 

Ponder : 

Soyars 

Walters ^__ 

Tele. Room J~ 

Mr. Kinley 

Mr. Armstrong- 
Ms. Herwig — 
Mrs. Neenan — 




Mr. John P.U&ohr 
3427 North Edison Street 
Arlington, Virginia 22207 

Dear. John: 

I have enclosed a copy of the July, 1972, issue 
of "The Investigator" which carries your photograph and an article 
concerning your retirement on page 20. 

On behalf of all FBI employees, I wish you the best 
of health and the greatest of happiness in your retirement. 



Sincerely yours, 

Iu Patrick Gray III 

L. Patrick Gray, in 
Acting Director 



MAILED 20 

IUL 171972 



FBI 

/Enclosure 7- 



IBB&-138 




g JUL 191972 i,*s 



si 



— EHG:kes (5) 













MAIL ROOM 



%A TE LETYPE UNirr 7 ** U 



;jr 



A$ 






'r"' ;: 4 



^ 



Mr. Henry H. Eades 
Director, Disbursing Center 
Division of Disbursement 
U. S. Treasury Department 
Washington, D. C. 20220 

Dear Mr. Eades: 



July 27, 1972 



TTMTK 






In view of the retirement effective June 30, 
1972, ol Mr. John P. Mohr and Mr. Alberts ^Gunsser, 
their authority to act as Authorized Certifying 'Officers 
of the Federal Bureau of Investigation is hereby revoked. 

Sincerely yoars. 




N. P. Callahan^K^ 

Assistant Director 

Administrative Division gj £% 2 1 972 



tilr RLS:le 




Felt 

Batee 

Bishop 

Callahan . 

Campbell 

Cleveland 

Conrad 

Dal bey 

Jenkins 

Marshall 

Miller, E.S. 

Ponder 
Soysrs 
Walters* 

TeW. Room 

Mr. Kinley 

Mr. Armstrongs 
Ms. Herwig 
Mrs. Neenan 



teletype'Snit HID *"'■'', 

if: ■ "'■ 



»» JUL '3i 1974 




. P V?72 

l- t> . ■'• 



..^ 



\ ' 




standard form 50-Rev. December Iftfll 
U.I. Clwlt twvln Commliilon 
FPM Thai). 285 






NOTIFICATION OF PERSONNEL ACTION 



(FOR AGENCY USE) 



l.NAME(C^S) LAST-FIRST-MIDDLE 



MOHR, JOHN P« 



MR -MISS-MRS. 



(MB.) 



5. VETERAN PREFERENCE 
I 1-NO 
2-5 PT. 



3-10 PT, OISAB. 
4-10 PT COMP. 



S— 10 PT. OTHER 



9. FEGL1 



I— COVERED (ligi/lor only — dacl mrd Optional ) 

I— INELIGIBLE 3-WAIVEQ 4— COVERED (Itg. t Opl.| 



2. (FOJ? ,4C£AfCV USE) 



6. TENURE GROUP 



3. BIRTH DATE 
(Me.. Dag. y«") 

4*20-10 



4 SOCIAL SECURITY NO 



224-60-0645 



7. SERVICE COMP. DATE 



10. RETI REMENT 
| l-CS 

?-FICA 



3-FS 

4-NONE 




12. CODE NATURE OF ACTION 



KBTIBEMENT (20 YEARS 
INVESTIGATIVE EXPERIENCE) 



13. EFFECTIVE DATE 
(M».. D*g, Y*t) 

cb 7-17-72 



M. CIVIL SERVICE OR OTHER LEGAL AUTHORITY 



15. FROM: POSITION TITLE AND NUMBER 



Assistant to the Director 



16. PAY PLAN AND 
OCCUPATION CODE 



17. (a) GRADE (b) STEP 
OR OR 

LEVEL RATE 




18. SALARY 



19. NAME AND LOCATION OF EMPLOYING OFFICE 



Office of the Assistants the Director 

Washingt on, ■D.-fcg 



a. TO: POSITION TITLE AND NUMBER 



21. PAY.PLAN AND 
OCCUPATION CODE 



22. (a) GRADE (b) STEP 

OR OR 

LEVEL RATE 



23. SALARY 



24. NAME AND LOCATION OF EMPLOYING OFFICE 



25. DUTY STATION (C*-«»*i<r--5«*> 



26. LOCATION CODE 



27. APPROPRIATION 



S. & E . FBI 



2B. POSITION OCCUPIED! 
1-COMPET1TIVE SERVICE,? 



2— EXCEPTED 
SERVICE 



29. APPORTIONED POSITION 
FROM: TO: 



■I— PROVED-I 
2-WAIVED-2 



30. REMARKS: 



A. SUBJECT TO COMPLETION OF l" YEAR PROBATIONARY (OR TRIAL) PERIOD COMMENCING. 

B. SERVICE COUNTING TOWARD CAREER IOR PERMANENT) TENURE FROM: 



SEPARATIONS: SHOW REASONS BELOW. AS REQUIRED. CHECK IF APPLtCABLE; 



C. DURING 
PROBATION 



At his request, he voluntarily retired with date of final separation 
for retirement of 6-30-72 in view of {Section 8336(c) 5 VSC of the 
Civil Service Retirement Act. Annuity payments retroactive to 7-1-72. . 
VSGP commenced 7-1-72 thru 7-17-72, . ! 

fiaployee stated he was retiring for personal reasons . 

Forwarding Address: 3427 Horth Edison Street ff n»wnB«T« 

:; . Arlington, Virginia 22207 *itfWRESIf T N . 

Lurap-aapjpayaeat to cover 752 hours comm. bob 7*18-72 and ending cb 11-21}- 
72$ I}! 




32. OFFICE MAINTAINING PERSONNEL FOLDER (//A/«ren(/™m employ,^ , 

f 



33. CODE , EMPLOYING DEPARTMENT OR AGENCY 

DJ f]9 I FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 



WASHINGTON D C Z0533 



5 PART 

50-133-01 



t?\ /aSZvucA 



•35. DATE 7-18-72 



A 



oa) 



Acting Director 




4. PFRSONMFI FOI HFR COPY 








March 8, 1973 



Mr . John P ./ Mohr 
3427 Edison Street 
Arlington, Virginia 22207 

Dear John: 



It occurred to me that you may wish to have the 
enclosed copies of my prepared testimony before the Judi- 
ciary Committee of the United States Senate. ' 

I send these to you because you devoted so many 
years of your life to making the FBI the institution that 
it is in our country. 

With my best wishes and warm regards, 

Sincerely , 
L. Patrick Gray III 



MAI1£B S 

MAR 8 1973 

FBI 



L. Patrick Gray, III 
Acting Director 



Mr. Felt 

Mr. Baker 

Mr. Callahan _ 
Mr. Cleveland . 
Mr. Conrad 



Mr. Gobhardt _ 

Mr. Jenkins 

Mr. Marshall . 

Mr. Miller, E.S. 
Mr. Soyars 



Mr. Thompson 

Mr. Walters 

Tele. Room , 

Mr. Kinley 

Mr. Armstrong 

Mr. Bowers ,, 

Mr. Herington 

Ma. Herwig 

Mr. Mintz 

Mrs, Neeoan 



Enclosures (2) 

LPG's Statement before Committee on the Judiciary, U. S. Senate, 

Washington, D. C, 2-28-73. 
LPG's Statement befo r r,e Committee on the Judiciary, U. S. Senate, 

Washington^" b! "C., 1 " 3^6-73. 

NOTE: Mr.fiMphr is ^ former Assistant to the Director. Addr ' 
per mailing list:' Jl i: : t o ^ Q .*%ft% « ^ 

HRH:ljl (3) ' y. : \hU) 




J 



TELETYPE UNIT {Z3 






r 




& 



#.p 



(3) 



NO.-- ^E 8-5249 



DATE 



6/15/72 (cont.) 



uo 



CHOLESTEROL 



advised 



no reason wiy the results of the tests differed 



TRIGLYCERIDES 



tha 



He recommenied that p. continue to 



special Cholesterol (Type IV) Diet and have a 
ffollow up done in three months, Ab^ve information 
received on 7/10/72. Results of tests given to 
and Mrs Mr also advised per phone 



by 



FASTING 



he knew of 



follow the 



10HR, J. P. (3) 



2/3/71— 



CHOLESTEROL 



SA's 



Uric 



J uu 



called H.S. to 
Cholesterol done at 

212 
Acid test 10,5-Norm 

recommended SA 



States he is sending him 



5/20/71 
8/19/71 

8/26/71 ■ Sgt 
tes 
60C 

To 



to 



8/27/71 



162 
163 

,1 | called H.S, 



eport the results \i 
Pentagon 

252-Normal 10-190 
is 2 to 6 mg, 
see his own private 
a special choleste:: 



5,27 
20,52 



r 

to report the results of SA 1 s 
t done at the Pentagon, States Triglycerides were 
(Normal 10-190) Ur:. c Acid was 1 1,0 (km 2-6 mg) 
call for recom, from | | Sending lab report 

F.B.I. Health Servile 



recomiends Hr, Mohr sea his own personal It re, above 



tes|ts because they ar e! "high" and that he 
his Cholesterol diet 



FASTING 



doctor 

ol Type IV diet 



Hkfu 



was advis;d by Sgt, | l tl.at 



MrJ Mohr of above, 8/30/71 -- Sgt 
v nthpr teat ^ n(i ™* CkiUslmCTZ 



should follow 
states He will advise 
callaLJitates 



ates 

\ at\xr 



t \ 



V 



J.P, (3) 



DATE 



10-19-67 
2-15-68 

5-16-68 
8-22-68 

mJ'o liui'i vU 

12/18/69 
3/19/70 

7/23/70 
(did not ' 
participate|) 

' 10/22/70 
' 1/21/71 



^«wmp«iM* 



216 
194 

199 
186 



196 



176 

215 



4,34 
2,83 

4,79 

4,28 
5,44 

5,32 
7 l ,32 



15, 



,6,33 



BETA LIPO 



4^ 




*t 




^ 



.4"7* 



tft< 



Lt 



,* J, P, (3) 



DATE 



6/9/64 
-9-17*64 

2-10-65 
5-20-65 



8-31-65 
11-23-65 

2-24-66 
6-2-66 

S)«8-bb 
12-15-66 



4-4-67 



CHOLESTEROL 

188 
189 



201 



220 

218 

180 
152 

194 
207 



194 



TRIGLYCERIDE 

6.52 

9,50 

3.61 
5.34 



8.47 
6116 

5,83 

4.30' mEq 
8.95 

10 T 02 



7.78 



BETA LIPO 

79 
80 

79 
80 



79 
68 



87 



! 




FASTING 

Yes 
Yes 





cM^ 



f iiU~ 



tfh^ 



fOHR, J. P 

1L. DRAWN 
DATE 



(3) 
WEIGHT 



CHOLESTEROL, 



BETA LIPO » 



J/9/60 
r/15/60 

?--?^~ 4 o 
.1/3/60 

.2/21/60 
1/31/61 
3/6/61 

4/11/61 

6/28/61 

7/25/61 
8/29/61 

10/17/61 

11/21/61 
L/ 16/62 
3/2/62 
4/10/62 
5/17/62 

9/5/62 
10/5/62 

11/1/62 



12/11/63 
1/22/63 

2/ 28/62 

4/9/63 
5/16/6* 



*o 



3^^ 



175 



215 

171 
191 

222 
225 

210 
NOT DONE 
193 

205 



NOT DONE 

199 

212 

210 

205 
187 

196 
193 

196 

187 
201 
202 

197 
200 

19& 

166 

201 . 



o-x-y t£^_ 



Not; xec . 4> *-. 



B*r&£- 



A*/ 













s'*?f 



''frB~-~-m- 




K^L^r" 



H^^^^^HIH^^HH^^^^^^HHH^H^HIHI 


MOHR , J . P .* 

1 


(3) 


,r 


<? 


Bl „ Drawn 


Weight 


Cholesterol 


Beta Lipo 


Date 




rag.% 


% 


10-24-57* 




230 


81 


12-3-57 




188 


84 


2-6-58 




208 


87 


3-18-58 


200 


*196 


79 


4-30-58 


207 


213 


88 


6-10-58 


192 


208 


81 


7-8-58 


195 


258 


85 


8-14-58 


194 


226 


78 


9-25-58 


195 


213 


85 


LO-30-58 


197 






12-2-58 


199 


190 


8G 


1-8-59 


- 201 


190 


83 


2-12-59 


198 


201 


89 


3/12/59" 


194 


201 


90 


4/15/59 


193 


204 


89 


5/21/59 


197 


216 


8U. 


6/25/59 


-NOT 


' DONE 


1 


" 8/6/59 


199 


2^8 


8$ 


9/14/59 


NOT : 


DONE 




10/ 21/59 


202 


' 219 


No ~b &e ce tvej$ v 


11/24/59 


202 


202 


96 


1 /e/e 

5/4/6Q, , ] 


2oe 

■ 


194 


•^o't' received*" 
Not received 

Not rec. 


I^I^BHBHI^I^^IHHHI^^^^H 



MOHR, J. P. 



b:l. drawn 

DATE 



(3) 



WEIGHT 



-i 



CHQJLESTEROIi BETA IjIPO, 



8/1/63 
9/10/63 

10/17/63 

11/19/63 

1/23/64 
3/3/61^ 

4/23/64 

6/9/64 



184 
193 

196 
197 

177 
229 

187 
188 







xj^4— 




\j> 











TSC^-^V*C- z""^ 



i 



FOR THE PERSONNEL FILE OF JOHN P. MOHR. 



be 



ilOHR, JOHN P. 

/ 
| | advised he contacted the Hanes 

oiinic in Georgia, regarding SA' s high 
triglycerides count. States Dr. there thought- 
it would be o.k, to wait for another e valuation 
of same in three months. | | advised. 

SA refused to go to Bethesda to have test 
redone, (vbs) 11/3/70 



•■-■■■■■ ~ <^~r 



"STT*' 






..J.r- 



al^iwWM— wiJ*— *— * * * * * 



MOHR JOHN P 



224-60-0645 



MONTH 

♦JANUARY 
.^FEBRUARY 

* MARCH 
*APR1L 
*MAY 

♦ JUNE 



\ *NQT CERTc 



TOT OT AVG OT OFF AVG 



17«47 
15o22 
36 c 25 
16 49 
27 c 29 
9 o 40 



loG7 

- *49 
-U35 

■ o50 

1© 1 9 
o4 5 



lo35 MO 
-U25 MO 
1*43 MO 

io2<? m 

•2o02 MO 
lc44 MQ 



DAYS 

WORKED 




XL2 



MOHR JOHN P 



■ff * g n»- *-« « -. 



J 



MONTH 



♦JANUARY 
♦FEBRUARY 
'♦MARCH 
♦APRIL 
♦MAY 

♦ JUNE 

♦ JULY 
♦AUGUST 
♦SEPTEMBER 

\ ♦OCTOBER 
I ♦NOVEMBER 
| ♦DECEMBER 
i ♦NOT CERT* 
LT.aiA.L_a.9_Zl- 



224-60-0645 
TOT OT AVG OT OFF AVG 



33.48 
34.28 
36.29 
30.33 
30.54 
52.01 
16<>57 
32.30 
30.41 
23.24 
19„38 
21.20 



1«41 
1.49 
1.40 
1.23 
1.33 
2.22 
1.32 
1.33 
1.28 
1.28 
.59 

a.c4 



1.59 MO 
2.02 MO 
-1.59 MQ 

1.53 MO 
2.00 MO 

2.29 MO 

1.54 MO 
1.47 MO 
1.45 MO 

1.55 MO 
1.26 MO 

1.30 MO 



.3A4.A3. 1.33 



DAYS 
WORKED 

20 
19 
23 
22 
20 
22 
11 
21 
21 
16 
20 
20 

,23,5. 



t -■ 




\0T 

» AUG 
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STANDARD FORM Si 

FEBRUARY 1948 

U.S. CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION 

FPM SUPPLEMENT 870-1 56-100 






* 



'**~\ 



AGENCY CERTIFICATION OF 
Federal Employees Group C 



LW 



INSURANCE STATUS 
Insurance Program 



l./NAME (Lort) (First) 

UGHB, 



(Middle) 



JOHH P* 



2(a). DATE OF BIRTH IMwiih, Day, Yw) 



4-20-10 



2(b). SOCIAL SECURITY NUMBER 

224 ! 60 I 0645 



3VCHECK THE REASON FOR TERMINATING INSURANCE 
(a). [] 



SEPARATED 



(b). [g 



RETIRED 



w-g-1 



DIED 



HAD EMPLOYEE AT TIME OF 
DEATH APPLIED FOR CIVIL 
SERVICE ANNUITY? 

LJ YES L_) NO 



yd). I j "" ■' " 



12 

MONTHS 

NON-PAY 

STATUS 



+ D- 



OTHER (Specify) 



4. CHECK APPROPRIATE BOX CONCERNING SF 54, DESIGNATION OF BENEFICIARY 



D~ 



CURRENT 

S F 54 ATTACHED 



MB— 



A CURRENT SF 54 IS 
NOT ON FILE WITH THIS 
AGENCY 



«*D- 



A CURRENT SF 54 IS ON FILE IN 
THE EMPLOYEE'S OFFICIAL PERSONNEL 
FOLDER (OR EQUIVALENT) 



NOTE: IF EMPLOYEE (A) DIED OR (B) IS RETIRING OR RECEIVING FEDERAL EMPLOYEES' COMPENSATION UNDER CONDITIONS ENTITLING HIM TO RETAIN 
HIS LIFE INSURANCE, ATTACH CURRENT SF 54, IF ANY, TO ORIGINAL SF 56 AND CHECK BOX 4 (a) ON ORIGINAL AND ALL COPIES OF SF 56; 
IF NO CURRENT SF 54 IS ON FILE, CHECK BOX 4 (b). IN ALL OTHER CASES, SHOW WHETHER OR NOT CURRENT SF 54 IS ON FILE BY CHECKING 
BOX 4 (b) OR (c). A CURRENT SF 54 IS ONE THAT HAS NOT BEEN CANCELED BY EMPLOYEE OR AUTOMATICALLY BY TRANSFER OR PRIOR TERMIN- 
ATION OF 'INSURANCE. 



5. DATE OF EVENT CHECKED IN 
ITEM 3 [MONTH, OAY, YEAR) 



7-17-72 



6. ANNUAL BASIC PAY RATE (NOT AMOUNT 
OF INSURANCE) ON DATE IN ITEM 5. 
CONVERT DAILY, HOURLY, PIECEWORK, 
ETC. RAIE^TO^AMJAL RATE. 



w,w 



.PER ANNUM 



7. DID EMPLOYEE HAVE- OPTIONAL INSURANCE 
ON DATE IN ITEM 5' NO 8§ YES Q 
IF YES, GIVE RECEIPT DATE OF ELECTION OF 
OPTIONAL INSURANCE (SF 176 or 176-T): 



DATE OF NOTICE OF CONVER- 
SION PRIVILEGE (SF 55) TO EM- 
PLOYEE (MONTH, OAY, YEAR) 



9. I CERTIFY THAT THE ABOVE INFORMATION HAS BEEN OBTAINED FROM, AND CORRECTLY REFLECTS, OFFICIAL RECORDS AND THAT THE EMPLOYEE 
NAMED WAS COVERED BY FEDERAL EMPLOYEES GROUP LIFE INSURANCE ON THE DATE SHOWN IN ITEM 5. 



C 



7-18-72 



[Personol signature of authorized agency official) 

E. W. Walsh 

(Typed nome of outhoriied ogency official) 

Federal Bureau of Investigation 

(Nome of ogency} *■** 



Inspector 



(Dote) 



(Title) 



Washington, P. C. 20535 

(Moiling address, including ZIP Code of ogency) 



SEE OTHER SIDE 

FOR 

INSTRUCTIONS TO EMPLOYING AGENCY 



<3N^.«Sf-^o ^ofn^ 5>P-S<, W^p\ cut- 
3 L ( 2H UovVV £eU£tti° oVv-*^ arAw^Vow^ 




PART*3Al FILE COPY .* ? 

$ AUG 2 1972 




Ictjju 



I > - » *~- »— .— 



INSTRUCTIONS TO EMPLOYING AGENCY 



COMPLETION OF CERTIFICATION 

1. This Certification must be completed in triplicate whenever an employee's insurance lerminates for: 
a Death. 

b* Retirement on an immediate annuity with 12 or more years' creditable service, of which at least-5 years are civilian 
service, or on account of disability. (An immediate annuity is one which begins to accrue not later than 1 month after 
the date the insurance would normally cease.) In a disability retirement case, do not complete SF 56 until a finding 
of disability has been officially made and the employee's separation is in order. 

c. Completion of 12 months in a non-pay status or separation, and the employee is receiving benefits under the Federal 
Employees' Compensation law, and held unable to return to duty. 

d. Any other reason, if the employee desires_to convert his life insurance, except under the following cirsumstances: 

{1} Employee waived or declined on SF 176 {or SF 176-T); 

(2) If it is known that, within 3 calendar days after the date the insurance terminated, the employee will 
return to Government service' in the same or another 'position in which he will be eligible to reacquire 
Federal Employees Group Life Insurance;, 

(3) More than 75 days have elapsed from the date insurance terminated unless specific request is made therefor 
by the Civil Service Commission or the Office of Federal Employees' Group Life Insurance. 

2. IF insurance terminated on account of death, indicate in item 3{a) whether the employee had filed an Application for Retirement 

(SF 2801) with Ihe Civil Service Commission. 

3. In item 8, give date of Notice of Conversion Privilege (SF 55), except that if this form (SF 56) is issued in lieu of 

SF 55, give current date. In case of death, leave this item blank. 

4. It is important whenever a duplicate SF 56 is issued to replace one which has been lost, that it be clearly marked 

"DUPLICATE". 

DISPOSITION OF CERTIFICATION 

I. Death of employee— 

a. Send duplicate of SF 56 immediately to the Office of Federal Employees' Group Life Insurance. 

b. Keep the original (preferably in the Official Personnel Folder or its equivalent) for attachment to a claim for 
death benefits (Form FE-6) when received. . 

c. If no claim is received, send original SF 56, upon request, to the Office of Federal Employees' Group Life 
Insurance. * . - . 

d. If the deceased employee has a current Designation of Beneficiary (5F 54) on file, the SF 54 must be attached 
to the original SF 56 when it is sent to the Office of Federal Employees' Group Life Insurance. 

2. Retirement of employee— 

a. If the employee is applying for an immediate annuity with 12 or more years' creditable service (of which at least 5 
years are civilian service) or for disability, attach the original SF 56 and current Designation of Beneficiary (SF 
54), if any, to the Application for Retirement and give duplicate of SF 56 to the employee, [NOTE: In a disability 
retirement case where the retirement application has already been sent to the Civil Service Commission, attach 
the original SF 56 (and SF 54, if any) to the "FINAL" Individual Retirement Record (SF 2806). ] 

b. If the employee wants to continue only his regular insurance, have him complete o SF 176 declining his optionol 
insurance. If he wants to convert only his optional insurance, prepare a statement (see below), in duplicate, for 
him to sign, attach both copies of the statement to the original SF 56, and submit with application for retirement 
as instructed in 2a above. 

Illustrative Statement 

"I want to continue my regular insurance after retirement but would like additional information on converting my optional . 

insurance." 



(Employee's signature) (Address— print or type) (Date) 

c * If the employee prefers to convert both his regular and optional insurance to an individual policy, give him the original 
and duplicate copy of the SF 56. Retain SF 54, if any. 

3. If employee is receiving compensation benefits— 

a. Before completing item 7 contact the local Bureau of Employees' Compensation Office, if necessory, to confirm whether 
the employee still has optional insurance. 

b. Have the employee complete appropriate box on reverse side of the original SF 56. Send original SF 56 and current 
Designation of Beneficiary (SF 54), if any, to the U. S. CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION, BUREAU OF RETIREMENT 
AND INSURANCE, WASHINGTON, D. C, 20415, arid give duplicate copy of SF 56 to the employee. 

c. If the employee prefers to convert his group insurance to an individual policy, give 'him the original and duplicate copy 
of the SF'56. Retain SF 54, if any. 

4. All other cases— 

Upon request, give the employee the original and duplicate copy of the SF 56 or mail them to him. 

5. In all cases- 
Retain file copy of the SF 5^^n the employee's Official Personnel Folder or its jmHtva lent, 

PROMPT CERTIFICATION REQUlj 

w . . ~m ' The time inwhich an emj^5yee may convert his group life insurance to arT^idividuol policy is limited. This SF 56 - 
must be completed and delivered or mailed to him promptly. 



: 5^^r> 
mj^Bye 



s fijtti\ 
ar^ffid 
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i.. 



JOHN 



3 



"Best Copy Availabl 



(RECORD EACH NAME CHANGE-STRIKE OUT PREVIOUSLY RECORDED NAME) 



MONTH DAY 



k | 20 1910 



NO. 



LOCATION 



l 



SERVICE HISTORY 



FISCAL RECORD 



EFFECTIVE 
DATE 

0) 



ACTION 
(2) 



BASE PAY 
(3)' 



REMARKS 
(4) 



YEAR 
(5) 



CALENDAR YEAR 

SALARY 

DEDUCTIONS 

(6) 



ACCUMULATIVE 

TOTAL SALARY 

DECXTIQNS 



DO 
NOT 
USE 



REMARKS 
CO 



.7/30/52 



mi 



UML 



JlSUi 



jui_ 



Jl42L1L 



1-17-54- ( m Ste p Inc 



A4HA jxx o hmm 



12.200, 



GS16 



'll£± 



S£2M 



6M7J7 



UA^L 



Jim 



mL 



Prom 



is 



10. 1 



GS 17 



&5^ 



^r^ 



z&&a 






,T?irw ^s io.tc: 



,^n 



i££I 



fe^ 



f i .00 



L 



Urn 



)^n'w{\ it) %''] 



.-SO Cft 



/y . f? 



U.U.17 
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/jMM\/m^as_ 



12^k5i 



Per Step Inc LU90 



GS1? 



A „P»h 7 



-er Steo Ik 1Ll.Ij.05 



GS 17 



l±M- 



UkS^L 



/JMJs^MA 



J!=22=£L 



vczioiion 



lo.oon* C-S 18 






/5&M 



Jiidli 



esemim 



for aatgaaj P/gt /aS. effective l/[.5/5S - Pi S5-J 



"'1 !;'> 



u k/ lv 



300,51 TkmM 



17. W: 



i>.^ 



Jlil 



iS3fl.3Q 



^r^ 



il-ioM^ 



'•'■• -^l. l/jU/ui; 



j&sqq* 



OS 13 



1 /f/v 



JjU£M® 



iMm&$- 



pet fnT f -0^ 



*„^ *fWi*£< , /» 



■ O /U/SS - 



&L 



tifi^M 



.^.tng.. ? 7 



■ e'ivij I0/l(/i; 



$20,000* 



GS 18 



]%L 



LU0.00 



■HMML 



'tnt 



,. f Mt/ R,'1,</k5' Cfff 



tfva 7/5/51" / 



/#/ 



/<>'/# 1U 



4 4UI 



wu 9n-?05 



216.000^ 



unproved IH|!6Z [fet^ 



i261 



21MA- 



3(-mM7 



kwnnri, 



im 



JS&kS? 



FUtms 



mi 



teoAj 



%MJ1 



o <Cn ' 



?-?3-6Q 



EYF.fTfiTira 



pay PiiSE ft ^.OPn 
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6/16/69 effective 7/13/69) 



STANDARD FOHM NO. 2S0G (Formerly CSC Fcrm 2S06, Revised) 
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INDIVIDUAL RETIREMENT RECO. 
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Best Copy Available 



T.'n'ni^ 



John 






(surname) 



(first name) 



(SECOND NAME) 



Date 07 birth 



MONTH I DAY YEAR 



innj 



20 1 1 91.0 



SEX 



RACE 



RETIREMENT AGE 



Date 



DATE 



FISCAL YEAR 
DEDUCTIONS AND 
SERVICE CREDIT 
CONTRIBUTIONS 



tontine 
deductions 



NET FISCAL YEAR 
DEDUCTIONS AM 
SERVICE CREDIT 
CONTRIBUTIONS 



DEPARTMENTS 
ESTABLISH- 
MENTS WILL 
NOT USE THIS 
COLUMN 



BALANCE 
FORWARD.. , 



DESIGNATION 



' OFFiCf; 



TOTAL CREDITED 
TO EMPLOYEE 



DATE OF ORIGINAL APPOINTMENT 



REMARKS 



?. Y. Basic Salary. Tontine Involv e 



1034 i;7K«50 



?;5,Q0 



1955 1606.50 12. 00 



-£ 



1936 S70.00 



m 



No deduct, ion j. No excess 



leave. Service history 



certified correct.^, 



$mh 



Assistant Director of Fersosnsi 



»."(!> : J w ''1 



6-30-40 



83,75 



n. 



,00 



74.75 



74,75 



Ded; began 10-2-39 



'& 



18 68 



12 00 



569 



1-23-43 



J4Ji 



JBL4& 



-1 i 



7 CO. 



1943 



.'.MM l£K 






m nui 



p n 



<; m 



flQ. 



' i i ! v> j 



1)7 274 



"otv — rv^ 



AX 



Z&M 



2AtM 



42-00- 



mm 



r? 00 









£2*43 



42M34 



gy r tjgjj 



KfU 



*3-ffc* 



700 CJ 

THE — i+T 



^41 



xyrv v J i.l 



1033 1QA 






& 



fit 



Si 



•4S2H9- 



1161 07 



4&-07A 



W^4 



/j'tf. .r >" 



^ - y ■,- 



W/.K" 



^ 3/41 



3?£ft? 



.,(10 



mji 



r4fhl- 



1A. 






Pontine Added 12-31-4? 



' ",■'*/'»' , /J h 



■1, to 



i£^ 



^ 



Gross Deductions 12-31-- 



//? 



7/,'r.J. 






SERYIC2 



HISTORY 



YE/iR 



IFPKCTIYE 



ACTION 



BASS PAY 



"Date 



HEM.ARKS 



SMDAK Y KAR aMlilMQIJ EO 



f./iLABY 



MSOTS 



TOTAL SALARY Ml' 



DEDGCII0SS 



USE 



2EKARKS 



/<?//-.( 



tl 



&M- 



'W t/ f-r* 



i^a. 



??»' Ppir Tit 



Ji 



Caf-iA Sil 



IU$ 






yQJn.lA 



Grade and salary fel by UassI 



-9000, 






0.0 



4i^- 



■^i 



3 W-0> 



-J517? 



//v 






Tf^W 



4Wfl?/ 



! Act ol 1949 (PXl9 7 approved 10 






(< 10-1-5C 



"Per Duep inc y2W» 



u5i4 



W7*^ 



!V J 




Prom 



t ^SlQ QuQ 1 w 



^? A7 



llpCoO 'GST3 



* retroactive 7/fl/$it 



'RETIREMENT KECQRD CARD-toi Sams ConwssiM Fork 2SW-FS; ISil 



n & HfnwsiT nencit o 




No. . 


",'^i; 7 ■ ; ■ Best Copy Avails 


^bl8 Dateofbirtk 


Legal Voting residence , ; ., ^ 




P. 

1 John "fiiTxitr 


MONTH 


DAY j YEAR 


STATE AND CONG. DISTRICT 

Nov,- York 37tii 


COUNTY 

tf ester 


.CITYOK-TCA'N V-„ 


■ 
■ 


An?,. 20 1911) 


Kingston ? . 


Mnfr 


sex !■; 


RACE 'i 


'(-' 


(SU!!NA\ 


'£) (FIRST NAME) (SECOND NAME) 


MILITARY SERVICE _ _ .... Yr<! 




..N0- 
- NO- 


-L 


RETIREMENT AGE 


MILITARY PENSION OR WAR RISK COMPENSATION VF£ 






— , — - 






„., ,_ 





■ — 

umnz cf actios 


POSITION AND GRADE " 


SALARY 


EFFECTIVE 
DATE 


DEPARTMENT OR ESTABLISHMENT 
OFFICIAL STATION 


TOTAL SERVICE 


REFERENCE 


PAY LESS 
ALLOWANCES 


BASIC 
PAY 


MOS, 


DAYS 


YftS. 




Moved 


Ass t, Sol. Aid (Coiircujer) 




1630 ua 


1-19-34 


CoiSisrce-USC&O 3ur vey-D . . 










Oh?-. Grade 


do 




1620 pa . 


4-1-34 


do 








| 


jfesr.Arynt. 


do 




1620 Da 


6-28-34 


do 




| 


i 


f "i-r;^. ( pna 














1 


; 'A '/ 


of n^oiooti 


do 




1620 rc> 


8-31-35 ■ 


do 




| 


w 


"1 wVjJ 


J ? .Stat;C1^i- 


. 


L_5.00pd 


9- HS 


Sit i or.?.! Emergency Council 




i 


Res.w.o.T3.(v 


ol) 


1 


9-2'W5 


- 








i. 




Asst, Stat, Clerk 


1 J.620 


10-19-3*7 


%kG Process Adni, f iiias]i M i)^J 




i 


Pro, 


Stat. Clerk 


' 1 1S0O 


_a=i&ji 


(credltflbl.e-.ner RufHrVcSf! 




t 


Reclass, 


■ Caf4 




1-S00 


il-lMS 


S-l-flfp 1 




! 


Pro, 


Sr. Stat, Clerk Caf-5 




2000 


6-2i39. 








[ 


ifurloUfllsd 




( . 




_fc#-^ 


'■ 






i 

! 


Hesi/med 








M&4l' 


1'. 




i 


A.&c.. 


Special Agent Caf-9 




^200 


ZiSIiCIJ&r^aQ^ 


Si _ 






Trans. 


"Caf-lO 




J500' 


L— 


■u J 




it 


■ Caf-11 




4s» 


4=0^1! 


1 








■' 


1! 


Caf-12 




4b00 


5-1-^2 




1 






Pay lac. ( Per 


) 




'!S00 


1- l-iij 


'' 


! 


j B13S292 


Pro, 


Gaf-H ! 5600 


■S- Mfi 




! 




i 


'■)■> i.j.\ j'"i .''.M 
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; EDUCATION: 

j (INDICATE NUI/SER Of YEASS) 



COMMON SCHOOL HIGH SCHOOL 

12343G7S 1234 

SPECIAL QUALIFICATIONS. 



COLLEGE DEGREES, IF ANY, 



^v 



(To be completed fa™ 



ADDITIONAL INFORMATION 
SUPPORT OF APPLICATION FOR CIVIL SERVICE RETIREMS 
>nty employing office and attached to employee's a* 



Walton for retirement] 



GENERAL INSTRUCTION: Consult Fl'M Supplement 831-3 F Retirement, for complete information on Civil Service Retirement, 

SPECIFIC INSTRUCTION: Complete both sides of this form and attach to employee's application for retirement, SF 2801. If additional space 
is needed, use official agency letterhead stationery. Authorized personnel ofiicial must certify as shown in Part Gon other side of this form. 



A. IDENTIFICATION OF APPLICANT 



1. NAMEjOF APPLICANT {Last, First, Middle) 

MOHR, JOHN PHILIP 


2. DATE OF BiHTH {Month, Day, Year) 

4/20/10 


3. SOCIAL SECURITY ACCOUNT 
NUMBER 

224|60,064_5 



C. INFORMATION CONCERNING ADDITIONAL CREDITABLE CIVILIAN SERVICE, IF ANY 



1. SERVICE COMPUTATION DATE 
{Month) {Day) {Year) 



2/15/34 



2. REVIEW PERSONNEL FOLDER. DOES APPLICANT HAVE CREDITABLE CIVILIAN SERVICE NOJ COVERED BY 
CIVIL SERVICE RETIREMENT CONTRIBUTIONS {Including Federal ten-ice covered by social security or 
another retirement system for Federal or District of Columbia employees)? 

[X| YES Q NO 



3, IF ANSWER IN ITEM 2 IS YES, COMPLETE SCHEDULE BELOW TO SHOW SERVICE VERIFIED BY OFFICIAL DOCUMENTS IN PERSONNEL FOLDER,. 
INCLUDING THE EFFECTIVE DATE AND RATE OF EACH PAY CHANGE. UNDER "REMARKS" SHOW ANY PERIOD OF LEAVE WITHOUT PAY, TIME 
ACTUALLY WORKED IF EMPLOYMENT WAS INTERMITTENT, OR TOUR OF DUTY IF EMPLOYMENT WAS PART TIME WITH A REGULAR TOUR OF 
DUTY. 



IMPORTANT: SF 14-J, Statement of Prior Federal Civilian or Military Service, or comparable document containing applicant's unverified alligation of prior civilian service 
is NOT acceptable for retirement purposes. If employee claims civilian service NOT verified by ofiicial personnel documents, do not delay submission of application for 
retirement. Instead, have applicant attach a signed statement to bis application, giving dates of claimed service, position titles, location of employment, and agency 
name including bureau and division. 



EFFECTIVE 
DATE 



ACTION 



BASE PAY 



FEDERAL 
AGENCY. 



RETIREMENT SYSTEM 
Uf any) 



REMARKS 



1/19/34 appointed 



$1620 pa 



8/31/35 
9/3/35 



Terminated 
appointed 



U. S. Coast and Geodetic 

Survey 



9/23/35 terminated 

10/19/35 appointed 

9/16/3" 

6/29/39 

10/1/39 terminated 



$5.00 p/day National Emergency- 
Council 



$1620 pa 
$1800 pa 
$2000 pa 



Works Project Administration 



C. INFORMATION CONCERNING CREDITABLE MIUTARr SERVICE {li chimed by applicant) 



1. IF APPLICANT CLAIMS RETIREMENT CREDIT FOR MILITARY SERVICE, IS 
A COPY OF OFFICIAL MILITARY DISCHARGE CERTIFICATE ATTACHED TO 
APPLICATION FOR RETIREMENT? 



NA 



□ YES [J NO 



NOTE: A military discharge certificate submitted with application for 
retirement is acceptable only if it shows specific dates of active service 
and character of discharge. 



2. IF APPLICANT HAS NOT ATTACHED AN ACCEPTABLE COPY OF OFFICIAL MILITARY DISCHARGE CERTIFIC&SEyBUT EXACT DATES OF ACTIVE, 
HONORABLE MILITARY SERVICE HAVE BEEN VERIFIED IN PERSONNEL FOLDER {II y prior comparison with ojnZW&nilitnri/ discharge certificate) 
FOR VETERANS PREFERENCE OR OTHER PURPOSES, COMPLETE SCHEDULE BELOW. DO NOT DELAY SUBMISSfi6fclJ3F APPLICATION FOR 
RETIREMENT TO VERIFY SERVICE IF UNVERIFIED. IF SERVICE NOT VERIFIED IN PERSONNEL FOLDER, SO STATE BELOWf '~ 



IMPORTANT: SF 1 .14, Statement of I'rior Federal Civilian or Military Service, or comparable document containing applicant's unverified allegation oPniQItary service, 
not acceptable for retirement purposes. ^*"'/ 



FROM 



TO 



BRANCH 



CHARACTER OF DISCHARGE 



TIME LOST, IF ANY 



3, IS APPLICANT IN RECEIPT OF MILITARY RETIRED PAY? 



L_J Yes. Mtitcli|!i|copyJM 



□ N, 



bifijfppjjcancs military retired pay 



order, if available 



4. IF YES, HAS APPLICANT WAIVED MILITARY RETIRED PAY TO CREDIT 
MILITARY SERVICE FOR CIVIL SERVICE RETIREMENT? {See Fl'M 
Supplement S3] -I, Retirement, Subchapter S3-5f.) 

I — I Yes. Attach copy of military finance center letter to employee ncceptin. 
waiver, if available. 

I I No. (Includes awes tehrrc uaii'rr if M necessary) 



4^L 



CSC 108-1 
Miiv 1971 



ALSO COMPLETE AND CERTIFY OTHER SIDE OF THIS FGKM 



D. TYPE OF IttMEDIATC RETIREMENT 



'vt) ^E 



Enter date thai u£o/' Hiaridatwy separation was give** to -employee - 



{l)utc} 



2. &J OPTIONAL 



If retirement is under special provision fur law enforcement employees, attach agency head's recommendation. 



3 (—1 DISCONTINUED 



SERVICE 



Alt iich certified summary of events leading to separation and copies of all relevant documents exchanged with employee. 



4. D DISABILITY 



Prepare two copies of SF 2801-C, transmittal of medical documents, according to instructions on SF 2801 -C. 

Attach Duplicate copy of SF 28G1-C to this form for submission with application for retirement, SF 2801. 

Send Orijtiti.il copy of SF 2801-C with medical documents to civil service commission ofiice having medical jurisdiction over disahility 
retirement from the applicant's place of employment. 



E. FEDERAL EMPLOYEES GROUP LIFE INSURANCE AND HEALTH BENEFITS STATUS 



1. IS APPLICANT ELIGIBLE TO CONTINUE GROUP LIFE INSURANCE COVERAGE DURING RETIREMENT? (See Federal 1'eraonnc! Manual supplement 
870-1, Life Insurance, subchapter SO, for detailed instructions) 



YES. Enter following information below: 



E Elu 



ible to continue regular insurance only. 



|~1 Klijtible to continue rcRular plus optional insurance; continuous 
— optional insurance coverage since: 



2/2 /68 



(Insert dale of most recent SF ITC, Election, Inclination, orWaivvrof 
life insuru nee coverage) 



(""I NO. Give reason below: 

rr~) Less than ]2 years service for life insurance purposes and rctire- 

I — ' ment not fur disability. 

| | Waived all life insurance coverage. 

[ | Not eligible for life insurance. 

| | Other (specify) ■ 



2. IS APPLICANT ELIGIBLE TO CONTINUE FEDERAL EMPLOYEES HEALTH BENEFITS ENROLLMENT DURING RETIREMENT? (Sec Federal Personnel 
Manual supplement $90-1, health benefits, subchapter S 14, for detailed instructions) 



[X| YES. Enter following information: 

v\ - --442 



Fj NO. Give reason below: 



Less than 12 years service for health benefits purposes and retire- 



□ Less 
ment 



not for disability. 



\ 



Enrollment Code.Xumbcr 

3215627 



-V 



Carrier Control dumber 



r I Not enrolled since first opportunity or for 5 years of service immedi- 
L— ' ately before retirement, whichever is less. 

| | Not enrolled for health benefits. j | Other {specify) 



3. DOCUMENTATION: If employee is eligible to continue life insurance coverage and/or health benefits enrollment during retirement, determine which of the two pro- 
cedures below will be followed in submitting SF 2301, Application for Retirement, After life insurance itnd/or health benefits actions have been taken, check ap- 
■ proprinte box(es) below. , ; \ 



\: 



I' HOCK DURE 1: AGE, OPTIONAL, OR DISCONTINUED SEP. VICE RE- 
TIREMENT 

SF 2801 (Application for Retirement) and SF 2806 (Indiridtuit Retirement 
Record) will be submitted after separation for retirement. . 



LI KB INSURANCE DOCUMENTATION 

I | Applicant eligible for continued life insurance Coverage, 

Upon separation attach original copy of SF 5(i {Agency Certification of 

Insurance Status) 

NOTE: Cart-fully observe instructions on SF SG for attaching SF 51, Des- 
ignation of ttencficiary if current SF 54 is on file in personnel 
folder. 



HEALTH BENEFITS DOCUMENTATION 

I J Applicant eliy'Me fur continued health benefits enrollment. 

Upon separation attach personnel folder copy of SF 2810 (Transferring 
enrollment to Civil Service Retirement System) and a]I personnel folder 
copies of SF 2S09 and SF 2810 together with any medical certificates. 



■ PROCEDURE 2: DISABILITY RETIREMENT OR LAW ENFORCEMENT 
EMPLOYEE 

SF 2801 (Application for Retirement) and SF 280G (I 'r eli miliary Retirement 
Record) will be submitted for approval before separation for retirement. 



LIFE INSURANCE DOCUMENTATION 

Applicant eligible for continued life insurance coverage. 

Establish fo llow up to assure that original copy of SF 50 (Agency Certifica- 
tion of Insurance Status) and any current SF 54 (Designation of llenefieiary) 
will be attached to final SF 2S0G (Individual Retirement Record) when 
submitted after separation for retirement. 

be 

HEALTH BENEFITS DOCUMENTATION 

| Applicant eligible fur continued health bene fits enrollment. 
Establish follow* up to assure that personnel folder copy of SF 2810 (Trans- 
ferring enrollment to Civil Service Retirement System) and all personnel 
folder copies of SF 280!) and SF 2810 together with any medical certificates 
are attached to final SF 2800, when submitted after separation for retire- 
ment. 



f . INSTRUCTIONS TO AGENCY PAYROLL OFFICE 



G. AGENCY EMPLOYING OFFICE CERTIFICATION 



1. Verify thai, lift insurance and health benefits status as 
shown on this form are consistent with payroll records. 

2. lie sure to post unused sick leave and confirmed pay status 
remarks on certified SF 2806, Individual Retirement Record. 

3. Submit SF 2801, Application for Retirement, (osether with 
certified SF 280G, Individual Retirement Record, and re- 
quired attachments, to the U.S. Civil Service Commission, 
Bureau of Retirement, Insurance, and Occupational Health, 
Washing on, T).C. 20115, within time limits prescribed in 
FI\M Supplement 831-1, Subchapter S22. 



I certify that the Information contained on this form accurately reflects official 
personnel records in Ihe custody of this agency. 



SIGNA1U 



OFRCIA 




L OFFICIAL 



Personnel Offlcei: 



3/20/22. 



AGENCY NAME AND ADDRESS, INCLUDING ZIP CODE, AND TELE- 
PHONE NUMBER. INCLUDING AREA CODE 

Federal Bureau of Investigation 

Ninth &Penn. Ave., N. W. 202-324-388? 

Washington, D. C. 20535 
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June 13, 1074 



Mr. John P. Mdhr 
3427 North Edison Street 
Arlington, Virginia 22207 

Dear John: 

I am taking the liberty of enclosing a copy 
of a book which was designed as a memorial tribute to 
Mr. Hoover by the Congress which I thought you might 
like to have. As a matter of interest, the issuance of 
this book sets a precedent inasmuch as Mr. Hoover is 
the first person to be so honored who has not served in 
the Congress or been a President of the United States. 
This is certainly a fitting tribute to a great patriot whose 
name will be long remembered by all of us who had the 
pleasure of serving with him. 




With my warmest best wishes, 



Sincerely, 

Clarenc , SFM® 
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book entitled "J. Edgar Hoover" 
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SUBjhC i -ALLEGED /ALTERCATION AT U. *S. 

-CAPITOL BUILDING, WASHINGTON, D. C, 
'»/, BY" ANTIWAR DEMONSTRATORS AND 

l '^ MIAMI-BASED CUBANS, MAY 3/197 2 
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On October 18, 1973, [ 



J Watergate 



Sp ecial Prosec ution Force (WSPF), telephonically inquired of 
SA | I as to whether Mr. John P./Mohr was still an 

employee of the FBI and, if no t, could we^provide'Mr .' Mohr's 
address or telephone number. I "I indicated his request- 
was somehow related to the captioned matter but gave no 
details as to the exact nature of his interest in contacting 
Mr. Mohr. 



be 



After checking wi th Sup ervisor T. J. Feeney, 
Administrati ve Division, SA | 1 telephonically informed 



]that Mr. Mohr retired from the FBI in June, 1972, 



and that his address of record was 3427 North Ed ison Street, 
Arlington, Virginia, telephone number .538-5249 . I I 

then volunteered the information that his office would like 
to contact Mr. Mohr relating to captioned matter to determine 
if Mr. Mohr could recall any contacts between The White House 
and FBIHQ during the period immediately following Mr. Hoover's 
death, in which a discussion may have taken place relating to 
the travel to Washington, D. C, a nd subsequent activities of 
| | from Miami, Florida. It is 

noted the W SPF has previously advised tha t this travel and, _ 
reportedly, ! | in Washington, D. C, 

on May 3, 1972, took place under the direction of convicted , 
Watergate conspirators Howard Hunt and/or Gordon Liddy. 



| | request regarding Mr. Mohr undoubtedly 

relates to request made by the WSPF by memorandum dated October 11*, 
1973, asking that the Bureau provide WSPF with the names of the - 
FBI personnel who were involved in the arrangements for the 
funeral of Mr. ; Hoover. This matter is currently being handled 
by the Administrative Division. / •; •', •-. */ ? c. 
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MIAMI-BASED CUBANS, MAY 3, 1972 
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ACTION: 






It is recommended this memorandum be referred to 






the Administrative Division. 






r ■» l*-\ . -■••'.■,!!..-■,■■>..,; ■ t.* ";,.'„'.'.•■'-■ ■■.• ,' . - ■..."-. , :*;•.., ■,• Y*>H.' 






-*.' .' " ; " ' ' '••^V- .V '•■■'*'■;■;'•■ ■'''■*- -*'i - 1 -" : ' •::;"-,- -*-.'* -\V ''** Vv*'1 

' . .' ■■.'■.'-' '.' • ■,■•■> I ■**'■>. 
(■.;,■'.'■- ' . ■•» j ■ « . ■ . . ».. a 

■■''* 

- 2 - ' ." " ' 'r\r 
' 





^fr^fT 



COPY 



June 19, 1974 




Wrj 









'Assoc. D:r. 
Dcp.-A.D.-Adr 
Dep.-A.D.-Inv. 
Asst. Dir.: 

Admin. '. 

Comp. Syst 
•Est Affairs — 

Files & Com. — 

Gen. Inv. .. 

Ident 

Inspection 

Ititell. 



Laboratory 

Plan. & EvaL _ 

Spec. Inv. 

Training — 

Legal Coun. 

Telephone Rm. ^u \ 



•». 



Dear Clarence: 

/ 
As I told you on the phone, it was a pleasure receiving your kind 
and thoughtful letter along with the fine memorial book to Mr. Hoover. 

Of all the things that have been said of Mr. Hoover, or can be said 
of him, is the fact that he was truly a "Great American. " I shall always 
cherish the fact that he was not only a great and trying boss, at times, 
but also a warm and kindly friend. 



My very best to you always. 



REC-148 

Sincerely | 
John (ft 
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J. P. MOHR 

3427 N. Edison Street 

Arlington, Virginia 22207 
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DATE; 



J.J. MC DERMOTT 



1/24/75 



to6 



JOHN P . YMOHR 

FORMER ASSISTANT. TO THE DIRECTOR 

INTERVIEW BY SPECIAL PROSECUTION FORCE 



'ifi^l 




Legal Coun. 

Telephone Rm. 

Director Sec'/ — 



Mr. Mohr telephonically contacted | ""| in my office 
yesterday evening to advise that he had been interviewed by two 
representatives of the Special Prosecution Force at his home 
yesterday relative to the statement made by him (Mohr) which 
appeared in the Washington Star-News under the by-line of Jeremiah 
O'Leary last Monday, 1/20/7 5 (copy attached) which quotes Mohr as 
follows: 

"The day after Hoover's death, Gray came to see me and 
said, 'Where are the secret files? 1 I said that there weren't 
any secret files except the ones on national security wiretaps 
that had been kept in the office of Assistant Director William 
Sullivan. I told Gray these files had been sent to Asst. Atty. 
Gen. Robert Mardian, not knowing at the time that they had then 
been sent to the White House office of John Ehrlichman. " 



Mohr indicated that he had been quoted accurately, that t 
he had so advised Mr. Gray and Mr. Mohr indicated that the reprer. 
sentatives of the Special Prosecution Force indicated to him that 
he might possibly be called before the Watergate Grand Jury 
regarding this matter. 
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By J eremiah O'Leary "> 

If Federal Bureau of Investigation 
officials today admitted that the 
agency has been keeping files on 
members of Congress since the era 
of the late J. Edgar Hoover, and de- 
fended the practice as valid. 

These same officials also said 
that when damaging information on 
congressmen or members of their 
families comes into the possession 
of the bureau, it is routinely for- 
warded to these senators -and repre- 
sentatives. ...-*. '» 
It is a standard practice instituted 
by Hoover and continued to this 
day, according to officials who held 
high rank under Hoover, and 

| f -presenfcef ficials of -the FBI. 

Former Assistant Director Cartha 
D. Le Loach said there were a van- . 
ety*of"valid reasons foTTHraming 
such files. Former AssistantDirec- 

| iter -jdfcTP. Mohn and FBI spokes- 
man George Quinn supported De 
Loach'3 statement that the bureau 
had never set out to gather damag- 1 
ing information about a member of ; 
Congress except in legitimate Lives- \ 
tigations of suspected criminal: 
violations likely to result in prose- 

I icution within FBI jurisdiction. ; 

The officials made these points : 

© No more than 30 congressmen 

I Vere ever subjects of the FBI cen- 
tral filing 5ys4w»r — ■ ; 
• Many of those files contained only J 
copies of correspondence between! 
the congressman and Hoover. An 
example is the correspondence file 
between Hoover and Senate Major- 
ity Leader Mike Mansfield, D- 
Mont., when Hoover was planning 

J (to move the FBI field office from 
Butte to Great Falls, MoaL^and 
MSESfietdrasked Hoover to cancel 




tbjejhiiL-Hoover did so ^Ot her files 
are of correspondence in wbicFTcon- 
gressmen have made inquiries 
about constituents and their prob- 
lems. 

Jo Whenever the FBI has begun a le- 
gitimate investigation of possible 
criminal violation of federal law by 
a congressman, a rule established 
by Hoover requires that the legisla- 
tor be notified that the investigation 
is under wayrf he 'officials cited as 
typical the case of Rep. John 
Dowdy, D-Tex., who was convicted 

| of perjury after an FBI investiga- 
tion and sentenced to six months in 
prison and a $3,000 fine. 

I O When an FBI agent encounters or 
is offered information about the sex 
. life, drinking habits or other activi- 
ties or a_ member of "Congress, it is 
reported through channels ancTbe- 
comes part of the general file. 
TnesTllles are secreUr.o.mj?ress 

land public but not from FBI em- 
ployes. Derogatory information re- 
ceived anonymously or volunteered 

ffto an FBI agent is reported to the 
congressman for his own protection. 
Information about congressmen 
was never used for political black- 
mail. 

Jtfohr and De Loach said in sepa- 
rate interviews that Hoover did 
keep a file of his own on prominent 
personalities, including congress- 
men, but both said this file was a 
product cf Hoover's penchant for 
writing letters of congratulation oi- 
condolence to such-figures on the 
occasion of birthdays, deaths, 
awards or honors received . 

"The old man (Hoover) had a 
strong sense cf public relations," 
De Loach said from his home in 
Ccsseoticyt. "He'd keep track of 
things like birthdavs, weddings and 
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tfieJ&eLaiyl he had a tickler file for 
anniversiary dates. His-personal 
secretary, Miss Helen Gandy, kept 
these files up to date in several 
cabinets in her office of Hoover's 
suite," 

; MQRH SAID, "Hoover kept some 
of these files and correspondence 
copies in Miss Candy's office be-, 
cause he didn't want office clerks 
browsing through them. One file I 
know that was kept out of the gener- 
al files was Richard Nixon's appli- 
cation to become an FBI agent 
about 30 years ago," 

Mohr differed with a Washington 
Post account of the destruction and 
disposition of these files by Miss 
Gandy. Mohr denied saying that the 
files were destroyed on the day of 
Hoover's death, May 2, 1972. 

*'She started cleaning out these 
personal files in Hoover's lifetime 
and on his orders," Mohr said. 
"This was long before he died and 
he.told her to get rid of the files be- 
cause he didn't want her personal 
correspondence used in any books 
that were wirtten about him after 
he was gone. Hejilsojhad a thing 
about not wanting anybody to sell 
■the autographs on the. letters he had, 
from famous people, 

"The morning Hoover died, Miss 
Candy called me pretty soon after it 
happened and I called Acting Arty. 
Gen. Richard Kleindienst to tell 
him. He asked me to come to his of- 
fice and when I got there he had 
»|Gray (later Acting FBI Director L. 
•Patrick Gray, who was a Klein- 
dienst aide in the Justice Depart* 
meat at the time) with him. 

■ "KLEINDIENST told me to se- 
cure Hoover's office and tell him 
when it was done. Hs-pssbably 
thougfiTtfiere was something there 
thaumeht. hurt the Nbconjadminis- 
tration. 1 knew there was nothing in 
Hoover's own office but I did what 
he told me. I had the laboratory 
change the locks at onceffTEe 
after Hoover's death, Gray came to 
'see me and said, 'Where are the se- 
cret files?' I said that there weren't 
any secret files excppt the ones on 
national security wiretaps that had 
been kept in -the office of Assistant 
Director William Sullivan. I told 
Gray Ufese"tltes had been sent to 
Asst: Atty. Gen. Robert Mardian, 
not knowing at' the time that they 
had then been sent to the White 
House office ofjohn^gh^i^maa 



>!umg me about se- 

cret files and I told him everything 

was in the general files with the 

teseev&es pi Hoover' s'pc^^M. cor^ 



k Tespoxi ence files in Mi ss Gandy 's of-' 
'Tice. This was mainly; memdrabil-* 
: ia." 

&'. Mohr said he didn't secure the 
Gandy office because Kleindienst 
has ordered only Hoover's office se- 
cured. Miss Gandy, he said, com- 
| pleted the shredding of these per- 
gonal files of Hoover's except for a 
1 1 collection of what the FBI calls 
IC's, or Interesting Case files, and 
some brief summaries of FBI cases. 
, Thes IC's and briefs, Mohr said, 
were given by Miss Gandy to for- 
mer Assistant Director Mark Felt. 
■ ', De Loach said Hoover was always 
extremely careful about congress- 
Ij men and had ordered FBI agents to 
' stay away from Capitol Hill unless 
they were there on authorized 
- investigativejjjieh^s?'. . . .: 

I "WHEN SOMEONE gave some 
' damaging information to an agent 
about a congressman,". De Loach 
said, "they always reported it. And 
99 and nine-tenths of the time, it 
was the practice to notify the con- 
gressman about the information re- 
ceived. We would never tell them 
the source of it but we wanted them 
to know about it for their own 
'.protection. 

"It went into the files because we 
had frequent dealings with mem- 
bers of Congress and the informa- 
tion was used to brief agents who 
might ha^-M^ss with them." 

I . Mohr said the FBI retained infor- 
mation for its own protection as 
, well. He said it was important 'for 

| the FBI to know, when it got an in- 
quiry from a congressman, to know 
whether he was a boozer and wheth* 
er he was a responsible person with 
whom the bureau could deal on 
-confidential matters. 
* De Loach, Mohr and Quinn said 
they knew of no cases where the 

|! FBI was ordered to seek out damag- 
ing information on a member of 
Congress, including former Rep. 
William Anderson. Anderson, now a 
Washington resident, was detested 
by Hoover because of his defense of 
the Berrigan brothers. Anderson 
told the Star-News last night he had 
no direct knowledge that he was 

I instigated by the FBJjjfij&it he 
had been wire-tapped. 

H E SAID a friend of his had en- 
couritere a a" woman in a (Nashville 
bar who related that one or two men 

fipurporting to be FBI agents had 
asked her if she had ever Tendered 
Anderson service as a prostitute. 
Andersen's unidentified friend, he 
said, was told by the girXshfiJiad 
neWrlitet Anderson. "I didn't press 
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ithe'raatter," Anderson said,' "be- 

"cauStrrftey just wouldj3&vje_said, 
'Who, us?"' 

■ Quinn declared, "My God, does 
anybody- think we could get away 
with that kind of stuff with the kind 
Ijof agents we have? The FBI agents 
themselves would be the first to 
blow the whistle if we went out look- 

,ing for damaging information about 
the personal lives of congressman. 

'They wouldn't stand for it. What' 
kind of people do you think we 

■are?" 

Meanwhile, a member of the 
House Judiciary Committee says he 
I will call present' ahd"1brnier FBI 
: officials to testify the files. . 

Rep. Robert W. Kastenmeier, D- 

Wis., who heads the subcommittee 

% on administration of justice, called 

| the FBI spying as "insidious. as 

Watergate." 

• ,'iThe Congress has been liedW 
he'said. , ''There'has'been'a cover-up 
so this would not be revealed. Any 
tinte you have files on congressmen 
you have the question of destruction 
of our form of government because 
of intimidation of memb ers of Con- 
gress." ' 
., He said he hoped to have the offi- 

Icials, including Director Clarence 
M. Kelley and former Acting Direc- 
tor L. Patrick Gray, testify under 
bath before his subcommittee within 
three weeks. 

.. Kastenmeier said another sub- 
committee of the judiciary commit- 
|| tee would look into FBI files as part 
of its inquiry into government inva- 
sions of privacy, United Press 
3bterna'tional reported. -- • - ^ 



P Sen/ John 0. Pa store, D-R.L,. 
■wants the select congressmnaiccm- 
; mittee expected to be formed soon 
J to investigate'domestic spying by 
J the Central Intelligence Agency to. 
|t also probe the FBI files. , 
' "If the (disclosures) are true, this 
"is a sad commentary'on a Demo- 
cratic and open society/iWastore, 
chairman of the judiciary*ubcom- 
' mittee of the appropriations com- 
mittee, told the Washington Post. 

Hoover saw all information that 
was volunteered to agents and re- 
ported tcr-neauijuarters about 
prominent Americans and their 
weaknesses. Some of this informa- 
tion admittedly was. the second- 
hand product of wire taps, that is, 
wire taps on other persons who ei- 
ther telephoned Congressmen or 
iitaiked about them. In the Dowdy 
(case, the FBI put a "bug" on a key 
* witness' who W3s implicated in a 
bribery case and who became a 
governm ent witnessed "escape 
prosecution, . , .,...:.' 
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On November 16, 1974/ the writer contacted former Assistant I'^j^**' 
to the Director ^Jojin^Ij^pilohr^ and reviewed with him some of the off the record 
material which had been furnished to the Director for use before our House 
Appropriations Subcommittee as reflected in the attachment. I inquired of Mohr 
on those occasions when he was present whether he recalled the Director reviewing 
with the members of the Subcommittee the material bearing his, the Director's, 
markings. 

Mohr said he vividly recalled on several occasions the Director (\ 

furnishing in detail information to our Subcommittee of the House Appropriations 
Committee specific instances and details relating to this program and that the 
members were most impressed with the material furnished and in fact were 
commendatory in their comments that the FBI was taking some action with regard 
to the organizations and groups discussed and none made any critical comments 
to these operations. Mohr stated he would beglad to back this statement up any 
way we wished. I thanked him for his assistance. 



With regard to the occasion indicated on which the writer accompanied 
the Director, I likewise recall that there were several instances of which I cannot 
specify at this time from recollection, cited by the Director in connection with the 
situations involved in an off the record discussion with the members and the 
questioning of the Director with regard to the Bureau's efforts in this area to 
neutralize the groups and organizations involved and there was no critical comment 
made in regard thereto. 
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The above is submitted for record purposes., 
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Interviews of certain present and former Bureau employee S^were conducted 
by Inspection Staff personnel regarding the knowledge these personnel have of the 
circumstances surrounding the placing of electronic surveillance coverage on - 
Morton Halperin. Authority for this coverage was secured from the Attorney 
General on 5/12/69 whereas a log from our Washington Field Office (WFO) indicated] 
such coverage was initiated on 5/9/69. 

Pertinent information developed from these interviews along with pertinent 
copies, of FD-302s were furnished to the Attorney General by memorandum dated 
6/24/74. 

Attached are the originals of the FD-302s involved together with copies 
thereof. These FD- 3 02s pertain to interviews of the following individuals: /y^ 

Ernest H. Belter, retired Special Agent, WFO 

Cartha D. pe Loach, former A ssistant to the Director 

Supervisor ! [ WFO 

Miss Hele n Gandy, former Exe cutive Assistant to Mr. Hoover 

Supervisor! \ WFO 

I Itoth e Director 



Yiij^C 



I l to the Director 

John P. (Mffiir, former Assistant to the Directorial $&,% ''£- ^ os ~* 




in the Office 



' # 




> ^ff^P?/'^* ?$# he Director .. -' 

'i 4r+$&Y'' William C. Sullivan, former Assistant to the Director 

/ ^£-7 -Also attacheaVis a copy of a memorandum frdm Supervisor ! I 

WFOj to SAC, WFO, which was forwarded to the Bureau by attached airtel 6/18/74. 
This mem orandum sets forth information regarding telephone calls made to 
Supervisor ! I by William C. Sullivan in which Sullivan inquiretfrregard lflg cir- . 

cumstances surrounding the placing of electronic surveillance coverage on | 

L * IB JUL 24 1974 ■— 

RECOMMENDATION: That the attached documents be forwarded to the Ihtelligenqe 



Division for^appropriate filing. 
Enclosures? ^ 1 W4 . 

1 - Mr. Wannall 1 - Mr. Gebhardt 
JJD:gms^ (4]^ ■ '■ - . 
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1 - Mr. N. P. Callahan 
1 - Mr. J. A. Mints 
1 - Mr. 0. T, Jacobson 
1 - Mr. W. R. Wannall 

June 24, 1974 



k & 



he 



Director, FBI 



17 [WIRETAPS 0PERATE&J2OR, 
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Reference is raade to the conference in the Deputy 
Attorney General *s Office on June 21,. 1974, between Associate 
Director Nicholas P. Callahan, Deputy' Associate Director 
E. S. Miller, Assistant Director 6* l ! . Jacobson, Inspector 
Thomas J. Smith, Mr, Lawrence Silber.ran, the Deputy Attorney . 
General and Mr. James Wilderotter, Associate Deputy Attorney. 
General, concerning captioned matter, Earlier, on June 14,. 
1974, the Deputy Attorney General adv ised Mr. Callahan , 
that he had received information fror j 1 attorney 

that he, the attorney, had noticed, :-.5 revie wing docum ents . 
pertaining to the elect ronic survei llance on | 1, 



that FBI logs indicated [ 



] telephone had been 



overheard on May 9, 10, and 11, 1969, whereas the Attorney 
General's approval for the electronic: surveillance was dated, . 
May 12 r 1969. The Deputy Attorney Go.ierax requested f 76U* 

clarification on this matter. 



foe 




Pursuant to the Deputy Attorney General's request 
on June 21, 1974 f the following is s summary of information 
relating to the matter. Copies of j^rtinent FD 302 's and 
other pertinent documentation are attached hereto. The 
Deputy Attorney General advised thav a copy of this summary 
and attachments will be ma de available to t he Senate Foreign 
Relations Committee and to l I Legal Adviser^ 

Department of State, under the same conditions other material 
has been furnished these recipient^'" / r ■ ' - "~ j } a v 
~ a nirHiS«9S *^ ; (* ~> /' -" * VOX 

-pl^ tv Interviews of present and past FBI employees who may 
" oe Jcnowledc 3able concerning this ma 1 ter have been conducted. 
Attached are interview forms on the following individuals: 
Mr. John P. Mohr, former Assistant to the Director; Miss Helen 
Gandy, former Executive Assistant to the Director? Mr. William 

Sullivan, former Assistant Director and Assistant to the w 
Director; Mr* Cartha D. DeLoach, former Assistant to- the \ 

zw/L .mi. i- *" ' 
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Director j Supay visor \ 
FBI; Supervisor | 



Mr. Brnest H> Seitcr t rjt lrear . „ 

to the Director?! 

to tho Director; andl 



1 , Washington Field Office, 
L fcaohTn crton Field Office ," V'BX ; 
?Sl AcrontiF" 1 



1 



]in the Offico of. the Director. 



Our files contain a memorandum for the Attorney General 
datad May 12, 19 $9, captioned "Colonel Alsxandar H» Haig,- 
Technical Surveillance Bftquest," 1*his raejnoranduia stated 
Haig carae to the FBI on May 10, 1969, (Oth^r information in our 
files Indicates Kaig talked to %x* William C* Sullivan regarding 
the matter 4 5 ar;.d at© tod a request was being made "on 
the highest authority" which involved a matter of most gravs 
and various cox;- sequence to our national security* The meiaorandu: : 
indicated Haicr rogues tad telephone surveillance be placed 



onf 



1 



| [ Approval for these electronic 

surveillances? vast obtained rrons Attorney General John Mitchell ' 
on r-say 12, 136£, and his signature and the date appear on page 
tvo of the memorandum. 

Wa hs.ve no correspondence in our filoa showing any .. 
instructions to our Washi ngton Field Offico to place an electron!? 
surveillance on | I on May 9, 196&, Hay 13, 1969 f or any 
other date. Ar; indicated in the attached interview of ttr, William 
C„ Sullivan on Juno 15 , 1374, ho advised ho had not instruct- 
ed the Washingt on Field O ffice to institute an alsatronic 
surveillance on | I on &ay 9, 1969, either on his own 
authority or anyone eisa a « Ho wag shown FBI logs showing an 
electronic surveillance on I 1 for the dates of May 9,10, 

and IX, I960* 

~] could havo 
Attorney General's 
authority was not obtained until May 12 , 1969, lla stated his 
normal procgdmra wa s to telephoaioally contact Supervisor 
I I of our Washington Field Office and to 

instruct him to initiate coverage * He stated he aosursod 
this procedure was followed when ho was advised the 
Attornoy Gteneral had approved tha coverage on Hay 12, 1969* 
indicated that, although he probably had soon tho logs on[^ 



Ha stated ho could furnish no information which 
would shod any light on how tho covera^a on [ 
been in effect for tho above dates when the ) 



He 



dated Hay 9, 10, and 11, 196$, he could not state on what date 
or dates ha may have seen thea, lie acknowledged his handwriting 
aopeara on the Hay 10, 196$* log. He adviftod that in reviewing 
mail, he frequently read tho contents thereof without paying 
particular attention to the datas* 
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As indica ted in the attached interview of Supervisor 
J of our Washington Field Office, he advised 



that, to the best of his recollection , he received a tel ephone 
call from William C. Sullivan who related he was calling f I 
because the Bureau wanted some special coverage conducted on 
the "highest authority." Ke stated Mr. Sullivan furnished him 
the names of {sever al indi viduals on whom this coverage should 
be instituted , but I I cannot recall the identities of these 
individuals, | 1 is unable to recall the date or day of the 
week on which the call was received, but believes it was 
received sometime during the afternoon. He stated he presently 
has no written record regarding the above conversation with 
Mr. Sullivan* He advised that Mr. Sullivan's instructions were 
relayed to Supervisor Ernest H. Belter of the Washington Field 
Office. - 

As indicated in the attached interview of Ernest H, 
Bolter f now retired, Belter advised that, while he has no 
clear recollection as to the specific time or date, sometime 
probably in tlrn Spr ing of 1969 he was instructed by Supe rvisor 
~~l to effect elect ronic surveillan ces on I I 
J, a ma;:., named I [ and a man named I I 



Ha believes th=re was a fourth person named, but does not at this 
time recall th,i identity of the individual. He stated that, 
while he is unable to specifically recall th e date or time 
he received hiss instructions from Supervisor I T he believes 
this initial roquest could well have bs&n on a Friday, but 
reiterated he :.ias no record to substantiate his belief. He 
does k now tha*: p after receiving the instruction from Supervisor 
I [ he initiated the necessary action to effect a contact 
with the phon# company. It is Mr. Belter's recollection that 
on the same g .rternoon positive information was received on 
the | ~l line # 

In the attached interview of Mr. Willlasi C. Sullivan 
on June 18, 1974, he recalls being shown a memorandum by 
Mr, J. Edgar Hoover pertaining to a Camp David meeting. 
Mr. Sullivan does not recall the date this occurred. According 
to Mr. Sullivan, the memorandum indicated that at the Cainp 
David meeting President Nixon was disturbed about 
White Housa leaks of information and indicated something had 
to be done about it. According to Sullivan, the memorandum 
indicated Mr. Hoover told President Nixon he would do something 
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about the VThite House leaks , but Mr. Sullivan Indicated there 
was no reference in the memorandum to possible utilisation of 
electronic surveillances, Mr. Sullivan stated that in "this 
meeting with Mr. Hoover, Mr* Hoover did not ask him to do • 
anything regarding the White House leaks. 

Concerning the meeting at Camp David referred to by 
Mr; Sullivan, Mr, Hoover* s appointment book contains an 
entry showing that Mr,. Hoover had dinner with the President 
and The Attorney General at Camp David on Friday, April 25 , 
1969, The appointment book contains no other clarifying 
information, A copy of the pertinent page of tira appointment 
book is attached hereto* 

Mr. Sullivan also recalled, during his interview on 
Juno 18, 1974, having seen a memorandum regarding a meeting 
between Dr. Kissinger and Mr. Hoover in early May, 1969. 
He recalled that the memorandum indicated Dr. Kissinger made 
a request of Mr. Hoover that certain wiretaps be put on to 
counteract White House leaks of information. Mr, Sullivan did 
not recall tho names of any individuals mentioned. Xt is 
Mr. Sullivan 1 fi recollect ion, that the memorandum shewed that 
Mr. Hoover had told Dr. Kissinger that the FBI could initiate 
the. wire- taps requested and that it would be done, Mr, Sullivan 
stated he has no recollection of having received any request 
from Mr. Hoovor for any necessary action based on information 
set forth in i-Jxe memorandum. 

Concerning the meeting between Mr* Hoover and Dr. 
Kissinger in oarly May, 1969, Mr* Hoover's daily logs of 
telephone calls and personal meetings contain an entry showing 
that Dr. Kissinger met Mr, Hoover in Mr, Hoover's office at 
4:27 p.m., May 5, 1969, No other such meetings were recorded 
during early Hay, 1969, The daily logs also show that the 
President telephoned Mr. Hoover at his home at 6j55 p.m., May 2 
1969. The logs show contacts between Dr. Kissinger's office 
and Mr. Hoover T s office during the day May 5, 1969, in 
connection with an appointment for Dr. Kissinger. The logs 
also record that immediately following -the meeting between 
Mr. Hoover and Dr. Kissinger at 4;27 p.m., May 5, 1969, 
Mr. Hoover attempted unsuccessfully to telephone Assistant 
Director W. C. Sullivan at 4:43 p,m. 
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h& indicated in the attached interviews of Mr* Jo hn 
P. Mohr , Hi so Helen Gandy,! I 

I I and | [ these individuals were 

unable to furnish any information regarding the memoranda 
referred to by Mr. Sullivan regarding the Camp David meeting 
and Or. Kissinger's meetin g wi th Mr. Hoover on May 5, 1969. 

I I and I | v/ere the employees 

who handled all of Mr. Hoover's dictation. 



An exhaustive search was mad a of all FBI records in 
an effort to locate the two tnettoranda referred to by Mr. 
Sullivan concerning the Camp David meeting and the meeting 
between Mr, Hoover and Dr. Kissinger in early May, 1969, 
However, no trace of these documents could be found. Documents 
such as these, if related to the use of: wiretaps concerning 
the fthite House leaJcs at that point in tirce should have been 
filed along with similar documents, such as the five memoranda 
prepared by Mr. Hoover on May 9, 1969, concerning his exchange 
of telephone conversations with Dr. Kissinger on that date. 
Tne May 9, 1969, memoranda were among taose turned over to 
Mr. Sullivan r s care by Mr. Hoover and vviich were subsequently 
turned over by Mr, Sullivan to Mr. Robert C. Mardian, former 
Assistant Attorney General, in the Sumimr of 1971. 

The May 9, 1969, memoranda, w:'.th other related 
documents, were recovered by the FBI fsom the VJhite House 
Hay 12, 1973, where they had boon in tha custody of Mr. John 
D. Bhrlichman* The two memoranda referred to by Mr, Sullivan, 
concerning the Camp David meeting, and :he early May, 1.969, 
meeting between Mr, Hoover and Dr. Kissinger, were not among 
the documents recovered and inventoried on May 12, 1973. 
The TBI has no inventory or record of '.locunents turned over 
to- Mr. Sullivan by Mr. Hoover, nor do we have an i nventory 
or record of documents turned over to | | by Mr. Sullivan. 

With respect to the date emd time of installation of 
the first four wiretaps installed in connection with this case, 
the only available records we could check which could establish 
this a re the logs of the w iretaps. These show that the wire- 
tap on I I could not have bee n installed la ter 
than 6:20 p.m., May 9, 1969. The wiretap on I I 
could not have been installed later than May 13, 1969, 
although the time of day is not known. The first recorded tine 
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of day Is 9:30 a.m. , May 14, 1969. The wiretap on [ 



] 



[ 



May 13, 1969. 



] could not have been i nstalled later than 6; 05 p.nw, 
The wiretap on I I could not 



have been installed later than May 13, 1969, although the time 
of day is not known* The first recorded time of day is 11:01 
a.m. on May 14 , 1969. 

A thorough review has been made of all pertinent 
FBI records and interviews have been conducted of current and 
former FBI peraonnel who would have bean knox^ledgeable concern- 
ing the matter. However, no information has bean located 
wh ich would explain th e fact that the wiretap was installed 
on I I on May 9, 1969, whereas the record 

statea it was not authorised until May 12 , 1969, 

The memorandum of Mr* Hoover dated £5ay 9, 1969, at 
5 ; 5 ft. m* . revealed that Mr, Hoover gave Dr. Kiss inger the na mes; 
of I \ and I I 

Mr, Hoover mcicated tnat, saaeo: on contacts the FBI had made, 



leaks to[ 



]as reported in his article in the 



Hew York Times on Kay 9, 1969, could have come and probably 
"cTId come ITrom ~a staff member of th e nationa l Security Council ♦ 
Mr.. Hoover told Dr* Kissinger that I I V7hile at under- 
graduate sch ool at Harvard University t reportedly had a roomm ate! 
who was then | \ 



Mr. H oover t old Dr. Kissinger that I I, 

I I and l l were all acquaint ed with I I 
Wiretaps were never installed on either I I or 



J 



This particular mesaoran dtaa is the only document closely 
related >o th& tine the I 1 wiretap began to log conversa- 
tions at 6s 20 p.m. , May 9, 1969. It does not, however, 
discuss in any way the matter of wiretaps, 

The Director's daily log of telephone calls and 
personal meetings does not show that Mr, Hoover made a call 
to Mr, Sullivan following the 5:Q5^p.m, telephone call on 
May 9, 1969, However, if Mr. Hoover -.ised his direct line 
to Mr* Sullivan, such call would probably not have been 
logged* 
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The Director's daily logs of telephone calls and 
personal meetings do not show that Mr. Sullivan was in Mr. 
Hoover' 3 office any time between April 25 , 1969, and May 31 r 
1969, However, in light of Mr, Sullivan's statement concerning 
having seen memoranda relating to Mr, Hoover's Carap David 
meeting and his meeting with Dr. Kissinger in early May, 1969 # 
the daily logs should not be considered infallible. 

Enclosures - 18 

1 - The Deputy Attorney General 
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1 - Mr. W. R. Wannall 



June 20, 1974 



be 




be 



Director, FBI 

17 /wiretaps operated for_ 

thewhit2 house by the fbi 

between may,_.i?d^rah d februa ry, 1971^ : 

On June 14, 1974 f the Deputy (Attorney General advised 
Associate D irector Nicholas P. Callahan that he had received infor- 
mation from | 1 attorney t:hat he r the attorney, had 



d 



noticed, in rev iewing doc uments pertain big to the electronic 



], that FBI logs indicated 



JF 



] tele- 



surveillance on 

phone had been overheard on May 9, 10, ond 11, 19S9, v/hereas the 
Attorney General's approval for the electronic surveillance was 
dated May 12, 1969. The Deputy Attorney General requested 
clarification on this matter. 



Interviews of present and pas-!; 
be knowledgeable concerning this matter 
Attached are interview forms on the foil 
I-ir* John P. Mohr, former Assistant to tl: 
Gandy, former Executive Assistant to the 
C. Sullivan, former Assistant Director e 
Director; Mr. Cartha D» DeLoach, former 
Director; Supervisor ! | . 

FBI; Supervisor James J. Gaffney, Vteshi: 
Mr. Ernest H. Belter, ret ired FBI Agent; 1 
| | to the Di recto;: 

to the Director 



FBI employees who may 
aave been conducted, 
owing individuals; 
i-s Director? Miss Helen 

Director; Mr. William 
:id Assistant to the 
Assistant to the 

Washington Field Office.. 

ton Field Office, FBI ; 

I 



{^ 



\ 



*l 



; an 



K 



l 



Jin t'.a Office o£ the Director. 



, 



Oux files contain a memorandum for the Attorney General 
dated May 12, 1969, captioned "Colonel Alexander M. Haig 
Technical Surveillance Request." 



Atjoe , Dir. 

Dap. AD Adm. _ 
D«p. AD Inv, 

A*.t. Dir.« JJD/TJS : elb : rf J" 
(81 



This memorandum stated 



AJmin. ^_^_ 



Com p. $y#». 

Ext. AffnU 

Fil«» & Cm.-. _ 

Gen, |nv. 

Idtnt. 

Ine poet ion 

Intel! 



Laboratory ^ 

Plan. & Eval. _ 

Spec, Inv. 

Training 

Legol Cogn. 

Telephone Sm. 

Director S«c'y 
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Haig came to the FBI on May 10, 1969, (Other information in our 

files indicates Haig talked to Mr. William C, Sullivan regarding 

the matter,) and stated a request was being made "on 

the highest authority" which involved a matter of most grave 

and serious consequence to our national security. The memorandum 

indicated Haig requested telephone surveillance be placed 



onf 



[ 



] Approval for these electronic 



surveillances wa*j obtained from Attorney General John Mitchell 
on May 12, 1969, and his signature and the date appear on page 
two of the memorc^idum. 

We have no correspondence in our files showing any 
instructions to our Washi ngton Field Office to place an electronic 
surveillance on | I on May 9, 1969, May 12, 1969, or any 
other date. As I r.dicated in the attached interview of Mr. William 
C. Sullivan on Ju::.e 15, 1974, he advised he had not instruct- 
ed 'the Washingt on Field O ffice to institute an electronic 
surveillance on | I on May 9, 1969, either on his own 
authority or anvo:?e else's . He was shown :?BI logs showing an 
electronic surveillance on | | for the dates of May 9, 10, ^ 
and 11, 1969. He stated he could furnish n o informat ion which 
would shed any lie/ at on how the coverage on I I could have 
been in effect for the above dates when the Attorney General's 
authority was not obtained until May 12, 1969. He stated his 
normal procedure wa s to telephonically contact Supervisor 
I I of our Washington Field Office and to 

instruct him to initiate coverage. He 3tated he assumed 
this procedure wan followed when he was advised the 
Attorney General i.iad approved the coverage on May 12, 1969. 
indicated that, cilthough he probably had seen the logs on [" 



He 



dated May 9, 10, and 11, 1969, he cou.\d not state on what date 
or dates ha may have seen them. He acknowledged his handwriting 
appears on the ,*iay 10, 1969, log. He advised that in reviewing 
mail, he frequently read the contents thereof without paying 
particular attention to the dates. 

As indica ted in the attached interview of Supervisor 
]of our Washington Field Office, he advised 



[ 



that, to the best of his recollection, he received a- tel ephone 
call from William C* Sullivan who related he was calling I I 
because the Bureau wanted some, special coverage conducted on 
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the ^highest authority." He stated Mr. Sullivan furnished him 
the names of sever al indi viduals on whom this coverage should 
be instituted , but! I cannot recall the identities of these 
individuals, 1 | ls unable to recall the date or day of the 
week on which the call was received, but believes it was 
received sometime during the afternoon. He stated he presently 
has no written record regarding the above conversation with 
Mr. Sullivan. He advised that Mr. Sullivan's instructions were 
relayed to Supervisor Ernest H, Belter of the Washington Field 
Office. 



As indicated in the attached Interview of Ernest H. 
Belter, now retired, Belter advised tha J <:, while he has no 
clear recollection ag to the specific ti'-ae or date, sometime 
probably in the Spr ing of 1969 he was instructed by Supe rvisor 

| to effect elect ronic surveillan ces on I I 
I a man named I I and & man named I ~E 



b6 



He believes there was a fourth person nftiied, but does not at this 
time recall the identity of the individual. He stated that, 
while he is unable to specifically recall th e date or time 
he received his instructions from Supervisor I "T he believes 
this initial request could well have been on a Friday, but 
reiterated he has no record to substantiate his belief. He 
does K now that, after receiving the instruction from Supervisor 
I I he initiated the necessary action to effect a contact 
with the phone company. It is Mr. Belter* s recollection that 
on the same a fternoon positive information was received on 
the | | line. 

Our records indicate that Mr, Hoover had dinner with 
President Richard Nixon and Attorney General John Mitchell on 
April 25, 1969, at Camp David, Karylanti. Our records further 
indicate that Dr. Henry Kissinger met with Mr. Hoover at FBI 
Headquarters on the afternoon of May S, 1969. As indicated in 
the attached interview of Mr. William C. Sullivan on June 18, 
1974, he recalls being shown a memorandum by Mr. Hoover pertaining 
to a Camp David meeting, date unrecalled by Mr. Sullivan, 
According to Fr. Sullivan, the memorandum indicated that at 
the Camp David meeting President Nixon was disturbed about 
White House leaks of information and indicated something had to 
be done about it. According to Sullivan, the memorandum indicated 
Mr. Hoover told President Nixon he would do something 
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about the White House leaks, but Mr f Sullivan indicated there 
was no reference in the memorandum to possible utilization of 
electronic surveillances. Mr. Sullivan stated that in this 
meeting with Mr. Hoover, Mr. Hoover did not ask him to do 
anything regarding the White House leaks. 

Mr. Sullivan recalled seeing a memorandum regarding 
a meeting between Dr. Kissinger and Mr. Hoover in early May, 1969, 
but he could not recall whether the memorandum he saw had to do 
with the Hay 5, 1969, meeting. He recalled that the memorandum 
indicated Dr. Kiss singer made a request of Mr. Hoover 
that certain wiretaps be put on to counteract White House leaks 
of information. Mr. Sullivan did not recall the names of any 
individuals mentioned. It is Mr. Sullivan's recollection that 
the memorandum showed that Mr. Hoover had told Dr. Kissinger 
that the FBI could initiate the wiretaps requested and that 
it, would be done,. Mr. Sullivan stated he has no recollection 
of having received any request from Mr. Hoover for any necessary 
action based on information set forth in the memorandum. 

As indicated in the attached interviews of Mr. John 
P , Mohr, Hiss Helen Gandy , I " 

and I | , these individuals were unable to 

furnish any in for nation regarding the memoranda referred to by 
Mr, Sullivan regarding the Camp David me eting and Dr. Kissin ger's 
meeting with Mr. Hoover on May 5, 1569. I I 

I l were the employees who handled all of 

Mr . Hoover * s die Nation, 



] 



CURRENT FBI ANALYSIS 



Essentially, it appears that two basic questions 
should be answered concerning the 17 wiretaps placed between 
May, 1969, and February, 1971, in connection with leaks of 
highly sensitive national security information from the White 
House. The best way to resolve the questions would' be to 
produce unassai.'.able documentary evidence.. However, an 
exhaustive search of FBI records has been made, and the 
documents needed to provide the solution cannot be located. 
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be 



Therefore, since the best evidence, i*e., complete 
documentation, cannot be located, we feel that a professional 
analysis of the available facts i3 the next best way of helping 
to resolve the issues. Our analysis doe3 not cover the basic 
issue of whether the wiretaps were properly and legally placed, 
based on the constitutional powers of the President and the 
state of the law at the time* Our previous legal analysis 
has fully convinced us that the wiretaps were legal. 

Our professional analysis then is concerned with (1) th~ 
issue of who actually initiated the wiretaps; that is, who 
actually suggested, requested, or ordered the ins tallation and 
use of the wiretaps; and (2) the issue of why theL 



1 



wiretap was evidently installed on May 9, 1969, whereas the Attorney 
General authorisation was not effective prior to May 12, 1969* 

First, and foremost, all available FBI records available 
for analysis and review are the records recovered from the 
White House May 12, 1973, after they had been turned over to 
former Assistant Attorney General Robert C. Mardian by former 
Assistant to the Director William C. Sullivan in the Summer of 
1971. The FBI has no record of what records were turned over 
to Mr. Mardian by Mr, Sullivan; therefore, we have no way of 
knowing whether we did, in fact, retrieve all of the records 
originally turned over to Mr* Mardian, This is mentioned, 
not in any sense as an accusation that some of these records may 
have been removed prior to their return to FBI control, but only 
as one -of the many unknown factors in trying to arrive at a 
logical conclusicn as to the facts. 

All of those records retrieved from the White House 
have been carefully reviewed, and it is not possible to 
establish with any degree of certainty the role Dr. Kissinger 
played in the initiation of the wiretaps. The initial document 
recording the request by the White House for the wiretaps states 
that the request was made personally by then Colonel Alexander M. 
Haig of Dr. Kissinger's Office, and Colonel Haig stated this request 
was being made on "the highest authority. 11 This immediately 
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suggests that the President/ not Dr. Kissinger, was the 
initiator of the request. 

One memorandum, a personal memorandum from Mr. 
Sullivan to Mr, Hoover, dated May 20, 1969, records that 
Dr. Kissinger reviewed logs of the first four wiretaps in 
Sullivan's office and told Sullivan that he (Kissinger) wanted 
the coverage to continue for a while longer on the first four 
names, to which would be added new ones. This memorandum also 
recorded that Dr. Kissinger stated "It is clear that I don't 
have anybody in my office that I can trust except Colonel Haig." 

We understand that Or* Kissinger has indicated he 
attended a meeting between the President, Attorney General, and 
J. Edgar Hoover on May 9, 1969, or previous to that time, con- 
cerning the very serious matter of leaks of national security 
information from the VThite House. Supposedly, the matter of 
wiretaps was discussed at that meeting, perhaps with Mr. Hoover 
suggesting this technique as one means of discovering the source 
of the leaks. We know that no such meeting occurred on May 9, 
1969, since the President and Dr. Kissinger were in Key Biscayne, 
Florida, on that date while Mr* Hoover was in Washington. 

A revi.ew of Mr. Hoover's appointment book and logs 
of his telephone calls and personal meetings in his office (copies 
attached hereto) reveals that Mr. Hoover had dinner with the 
President and the Attorney General at Camp David on April 25, 196 J. 
There is no information available to indicate Dr. Kissinger 
was present, although he may well have been. 

Mr. Hoover's daily log reveals the President 
telephoned him at his home at 6:55 p.m.,. May 2, 1969. Subsequently, 
at 12:05 p.m.. May 5, 1969, Colonel Haig of Dr. Kissinger's Off ice" 
called and left a message, since the Director was out at the ti^ae. 
At 1:12 p.m. Colonel Haig called the Director's telephone, room 
and confirmed an appointment for Dr. Kissinger. At 3:55 p.m. and 
4(10 p ( m«, Dr. Kissinger's Office called to advise that 
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Dr. Kissinger would be a little late. At 4:27 p.m. Dr. 
Kissinger met with Mr. Hoover, and at 4:43 p.m. Mr. Hoover 
attempted to reach Assistant Director William C. Sullivan. 

The events surrounding the meeting at Camp David on 
April 25, 1969, and Dr, Kissingers visit to Mr. Hoover's office 
on May 5, 1969, following a telephone call from the President 
on Hay 2, 1969, tend to support the theory that Mr. Hoover had 
possibly discussed the very serious matter of White House leaks 
with the President, the Attorney General, and Dr. Kissinger. 
Such being the case, the matter of wiretaps being a valuable 
tool in the investigative effort to pinpoint the source of 
the leaks logically would have come up. We know that the then 
Attorney General John N. Mitchell had been somewhat critical 
of the restrictive attitude of former Attorney General Ramsey 
Clark concerning the use of wiretaps. We feel, therefore, that 
Mr. Mitchell would have certainly been amenable to the suggestion 
for use of wiretaps. 

Mr. Hoover's attitude respecting the use of wiretaps 
has traditionally been a negative one. FBI records are replete 
with evidence of his repugnance for use of wiretaps, and it is, 
therefore/ highly unlikely that he would have initiated a 
suggestion for their use in this case. We think, however, if the 
President and the Attorney General had voiced an opinion that 
wiretaps were in order, Mr. Hoover would not have opposed them 
in any way. In absence of any documentary evidence, however, 
the FBI cannot supply facts concerning the conversations 
that might haves taken place where Mr. Hoover took part concern- 
ing the suggestion, proposal, or recommendation that wiretaps 
be used, 

With respect to specific documentation regarding 
Mr, Hoover's meeting with the President and Mr. Mitchell at 
Camp David on April 25, 1969, and his subsequent meeting with 
Dr. Kissinger on May 5, 1969, an effort was made to determine if 
Mr. Hoover had made any record of these meetings. Mr. Hoover's 
personal Executive Assistant of many years, Miss Helen W. Gandy, 
felt in her own mind that Mr. Hoover would have dictated a 
record of those two meetings since he always carefully recorded 
important meetings and discussions. She does not now recall that 
he did prepare such records. Upon interview, as related above, 
secretarial personnel could not recall preparing memoranda 
relating to these two meetings. 
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Since Mr. W, C. Sullivan played a key role in this 
matter, he has been interviewed at length concerning his recol- 
lection of the sequence of events and the facts surrounding the 
use of wiretaps in this case. Results of his interviews ars 
attached. 

Mr. Sullivan advised that he did not instruct 
the Washing ton Field Office to initiate electronic surveillance 
coverage on | | on May 9, 1969, either on his own 
authority or anyone else's. He stated his normal procedure 
was to telephonically contact a specific supervisor in the 
Washington Field Office and instruct him to initiate coverage 
after specific authorization had been obtained. 



However, logs of the wiretap on P 
reveal the first call monitored was at 6:Zu" 



p.m. , May y, iyby. 



This fact then raises the second i mportant q uestion; i.e., 



"when was the wiretap (at least on[ 
and who authorized it?" 



f 



actually requested, 



Washington Field Office personnel were interviewed at 
length, and pertinent Agents were unable to recall sufficient fac 
to resolve the question. The coordinating supervisor, who does 
recall having been instructed by W. C. Sullivan to have the 
first wiretaps installed, cannot now recall the date or the 
identities of those wiretapped. He thought Mr. Sullivan furnishet 
him the names of several individuals on whom coverage was to 
he be instituted but could not recall identities of those individual! 

As a mat ter of rec ord, however, the other three wiretaps 
(besides | ~| were not monitored prior to May 13, 1969, even 
if they were installed prior thereto. 

The Special Agent who handled the technical work coulc ? 
recall only that the request came possibly on a Friday and that 
he worked late that evening to insure that the correct line wati 
foe being monitored so that he would not have to come in the next 
day. He does not recall the day of the month, but May 9, 1969, 
was on Friday. 

^^^__^_^ While it is recorded that the first wiretap, the 
| \ wiretap, was initiated on May 9, 1969, the question as 
to who ordered (or requested) it is still unresolved. v?e do 
lenow, however, that on May 9, 1969, a series of telephonic 
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discussions took place between Mr. Hoover and Dr. Kissinger 
concerning the seriousness of the leaks, and specifically 
about a leak appearing in a !\ T ew York Times article by 
| \ 19ol). Dr. KFssmger declared that 

this particular leak was extraordinarily damaging and used 
secret information. Dr. Kissinger asked that the FBI use what ever 
resources were needed to find out who wsis responsible. 

Kr, Hoover posed the problem to his executive staff be 
and through appropriate contacts information was developed 
concerning three po ssible suspects in connection with the leaks . 
The se suspects were | ^ 

and I ~L 



,. All three were connected with the N ational 

Security Council, and all three were acquainted with I 
I \ author of The Hew York Times article referred to by 
Dr. Kissinger. 



[ 



b( 



in the 
only[ 



leaks. However, and this i; 

| was targeted for a wireta : ; . 



. 1 had repo rtedly gone to school, 

possibly at the same time as I \ at. Harvard University. 
I "I reportedly had a roommate at Harvard undergraduate 
school who was then {in Hay, 1969) a sta::f member of the National 
Security Council, This information was .telephoned to Dr. Kissinger 
by Mr. Hoover at about 5:05 p.m., May 9, 1969. Inso far as 
Mr. Hoover and the FBI were concerned at that point , I ""L 
| ~~\ were all good possibilities as suspects 

a most significant point, 

We cannot conceive 

of Mr. Hoover or an yone else in the FBI making a unilateral 
decision to wiretap | | to the exclusion of the other two 
logical suspects. 

This leads to a somewhat lor/leal conclusion that he 
during the discussion between Mr* Hooter and Dr. Kissinger 
beginni ng at 5:05 p.m. , Dr. Kissinger made the decision to 
wiretap | ~H but not the other two. If such were the case, 
Mr, Hoover would have immediately ins tructed (p robably W. C. 
Sullivan) to institute the wiretap on I J , and this would 
account for thi Washington Field Office Agent's recollection 
of staying late to have the wiretap installed and working so 
he would not have to come in on Saturday, possibly Hay 10, 1969. 
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The Director's daily log does not show that Mr. 
Hoover made a call to Sullivan following the 5:05 p.m. call 
to Dr. Kissinger* However, if Mr. Hoover used his direct line 
to Sullivan, such call would probably not have been logged. 

The records retrieved from the White House reveal that 
on Kay 10, 1969, Mr. Sullivan tried to contact Mr. Hoover at 
his home and, being unsuccessful f left a message with Miss Gandy 
for Mr. Hoover. Sullivan related that Colonel Haig had visited 
him on the morning of May 10, 1969, an:i made certain requests 
concerning a colonel at the Pentagon. Sullivan said that he 
did not want to move on this until he :ad gotten Mr. Hoover's 
approval, and "they" did not want anything in writing. 

This record supports the theory that as of May 10, 
1969 f not all of the original four wirotap requests had been 
previously requested since it would appear that the co lonel 
'in the P entagon referred to above was probably Colonel I I 
| ~[ one of the four initially wiretapped in this case. 

We can offer no explanation as to the reason why 
the memorandum to the Attorney General dated May 12, 1969, 
in which the first four wiretaps were requested and approved 
did not set forth the fact that one of the wiretaps had already 
been initiated on May 9, 1969. If the theory is correct that 
Dr. Kissinger made the request for the wiretap during the 
conversation at 5t05 p.m. on May 9, 19(>9, it would have be^n 
logical under the circumstances to stc te in the memora ndum that 
the request had been made for the wirotap on | | on 
May 9, 1969, and that, because of the urgency and source of the 
request, it had been initiated on the basis of expected authori- 
zation by the Attorney General on the following workday (Monday, 
May 12, 1969). 

It can be speculated also that when the request was 
made late in the day (Friday) May 9, 1969, Sullivan had no 
reasonable expectation that the installation could be made 
prior to May 12, 1969, since' it would be difficult to get 
the installation made on the evening of. May 9, 1969, or during 
the weekend. This does not accoun t for fail ure of the May 12, 
1969, memorandum to state that the | | request was made 
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May 9, 1969 , instead of May 10, 1969, as set forth* However, 
in the haste to get the memorandum to the Attorney General, a 
shortcut in the administrative language could have occurred. 
In other words, in the preparation of the memorandum, it would 
have been much simpler to set forth that all of the wiretaps 
were requested by Colonel Haig on May 10, 1969, than to go 
into the more complicated details of on:J being requested be 
May 9, 1969, by Kissinger and the other -t on May 10, 1969, 
by Colonel Haig, 

The only other possibility is that Colonel Haig and 
W, C. Sullivan independently worked out the details early on 
!4ay 9, 1969, and Sullivan bypassed Mr. Hoover on the I I 
request on May 9, 1969, ordering it without advance clearance 
from either I4r. Hoover or the Attorney G&neral. 



. In any of these considerations 
that, according to Sullivan's first memc 
dated May 11, 1969, he wrote that Colons 
that the matter was so sensitive that it 
need-to-know basis, with no record being 
in fact, that if possible it would be da 
handled without going to the Department 
Sullivan i*as told that the Attorney Gene 
terms of the main elements ox the securi 



f it must be remembered 
::andum on the subject 
1 Haig had stressed 
demanded handling on a 
maintained. He said 
;;irable to have the matter 
of Justice; although 
j:al was aware in general 
ty problem* 



Here we have a request for a ; reversal of our normal 
operating procedures relating to wiretaps. Ordinarily, the FBI 
initiates the request for the wiretap. It is the FBI seeking 
authority under constitutional power of the President to install 
the wiretap, and the Attorney General, acting for the President, 
grants or denies that authority. 

But in the case of the wiretaps in question, these 
were being requested from authority higher than the Attorney 
General? i.e., being requested in the name and office of the 
Presidency, which is the, source of authority. 
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It can, therefore, be stated that these wiretaps for 
and on behalf of the White House required no additional authori- 
zation or approval of the Attorney General, Therefore, the 
various memoranda to the Attorney General were merely a device 
to insure that the FBI was not acting unilaterally. Can the 
President instruct the Director of the FBI to install a national 
security wiretap without consulting the Attorney General? 
Our answer was that we believed he had the authority and we 
acted on that belief . 

Many «»£ the nagging questions could undoubtedly be 
answered, at lei;3t in part, if records could be located of 
Mr. Hoover's visit to Camp David, his telephone conversation 
with the President on Hay 2, 1969, and his meeting with Dr. 
Kissinger on Maj 5, 1969. We have not located these records* 
However, as noted in the attached report of interviews of Mr. 
Sullivan, he recalls reading memoranda relating to a Camp 
David meeting probably on April 25, 1969, and a meeting with 
Dr. Kissinger probably on May 5, 1969, 

Mr* Sullivan recalls that subsequent to Mr. Hoover's 
meeting with the President at Camp David on April 25, 1969, 
Mr* Hoover showed him a memorandum he prepared concerning the 
meeting and told Sullivan that this memorandum would never 
leave his (Hoove:: 1 s) office. According to Sullivan, this 
memorandum dealt with three main topics: (1) Then Deputy 
Attorney Genera'! Richard Kleindienst was pressing Mr. Hoover 
to testify before Congress on the FBI's electronic surveillance 
activities in general. Mr, Hoover was very much opposed. 
(2) The matter of the White House leaks was discussed, and the 
FBI was urged to do something about the problem. Mr. Hoover 
promised that '-he FBI would do something. (3) Criticism of 
Hr. Hoover wa? discussed, although Mr. Sullivan does not recall 
the nature of the criticism. 

Sullivan also recalls that after Mr. Hoover's meeting 
with Dr. Kissinger on May 5, 1969, he saw a memorandum concern- 
ing the raeetinc with Dr. Kissinger. Sullivan said this 
memorandum recorded the fact that Dr, Kissinger had requested 
MTi Hoover to utilize certain wiretaps in an effort to stop 
the leaks. However, Sullivan could not recall the name3 of any 
individuals mentioned. 
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Unfortunately, Mr. Hoover's cfc.ily log does not show 
that Mr. Sullivan was in Mr. Hoover* s office anytime between 
April 25, 1969, and May 31, 1969, However, in light of Mr. 
Sullivan's statement, the possibility should be considered that 
the daily log is not infallible. 

Sullivan's recollection of the subject matter of the * 
two memoranda described above is somewhat supportive, of Dr. 
Kissinger's reported recollection of discussions prior to May 9, 
1969, concerning the use of wiretaps in efforts to stop the 
leaks . 

All of the evidence we have developed points to the £a::t 
that there was active collaboration between White House and FBI 
officials, including the President, Dr. Kissinger and then 
Colonel Haig, Mr. Hoover, Mr. Sullivan, and other FBI representa- 
tives in the attempt to identify and plug the leaks of extremely 
sensitive national security information. The White House 
obviously realized that in order to detect these leaks, which 
were coming from the very highest levels in the White House, 
extraordinary pleasures were necessary to prevent our investigative 
efforts from being exposed and neutralized. This factor, 
which in itseli: was a major problem, had to be considered 
along with the politically explosive factor of public reaction 
and opinion if the use of wiretaps against White House personnel 
and others were to be exposed. 

By the same token, Mr. Hoover's reluctance to use 
wiretaps and his longstanding policy of requiring prior Attorney 
General authorization before wiretaps were used, may have been 
an annoyance to those in the White House who felt they were 
an important investigative tool. Couple this with W. C. 
Sullivan's perssonal philosophy that Mr. Hoover's wiretap policy 
was too restrictive and add the ingredient of the White House 
supporting his philosophy, rather than the restrictive 
Hoover policy, and the problems of misunderstanding and adminis- 
trative mishandling are created. This entire analysis is 
dependent on the simple premise that the wiretaps were legal 
and proper and that whether Kissinger or the President or 
J. Edgar Hoover initiated them is irrelevant so long as the 
President approved of their use and/or was aware in advance 
of their proposed us& and authorized them. We believe that 
Presidential approval was granted in advance, regardless of how 
it may have been expressed or given. 

Enclosures - 18 

1 - The Deputy Attorney General 
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Date of franscn'p'ion 



June IS, 1974 



Mr. Jobs P. Mohr, 3427 North Edison ;Street, Arlington, Virginia, 
former Assistant: to the Director of the FBI, was interviewed at his residence. 

tt was explained to Mr. Mohr that logs m the possession of the FBI 
indicate that the late Director J. Edgar Hoover met at Camp Oavid on 
April 25, Id S9, with President Nixon and then Attorney General John N. 
Mitchell. Logs also indicate that on May 2, 1269, at 6:55 PM Mr. Hoover 
received a telephone call from President Nixon, which call was received at 
Mr. Hoover's residence, and on May 5, 1S69, Dr. Kissinger, visited with 
Mr, Hoover In the late Director's office at 4:27 PM. Mr. Mohr was further 
informed tiiat memoranda concerning each of these three above-related 
incidents could not be located in FBI files. Mr. Mohr advised that Mr. Hoover 
nearly always recc ;:ded meetings and telephone conversations with ImportaiA 
officials and that ii he had dictat ed such memoranda th ey would in all 
probability have be on dictated to | | Mr. Mohr advised that 

he bad absolutely m> information as to whether memoranda were prepared by 
Mr. Hoover concerning the above-related incidex&s or if they were prepared 
did he have any ides, where they might be located. 

Mr. Mohr :on£imied that on May 2, 1972, the date of Mr. Hoover's 
death, he was instructed by Mr. Kleindienst to "secure" the Director's 
office. Cn receiving that instruction Mr. Mohr proceeded to Mr. Hoover's 
office and barred ths cabinets in Mr. Hoover's office. He recalls that the 
official files of Mr,. Hoover's office were later, on an unrecailed date, 
moved to then Acti;g Associate Director's office, Mr. Fe&. Mr. Mohr was 
advised that all of the Eiaterial from Mr. Hoover's office, which was later 
removed to Mr. Ff fit's office, had been inventoried and searched and no 
information pertaining to the seventeen wiretaps had been found in that 
material. 



I 



In the presence of interviewing Agents Mr. Mohr telephonically 
contacted former Associate Director Clyde Tolson. He telephonically 
reconstructed the three everts listed above and Inquired of Mr* Tolson if _ 

he had any recollection concerning memoranda that may have been prepared 



concerning same. 



Mr. Tolson replied to Mr. M o hr in the negative. 



Interviewed on. 



3unaT8, 1S74 



^Hingtou, Virginia 



it- #. 



by. 



Assistant D ire ctor Old T. Jacobson 
and Jnspedor~Thomas J. Smith:gms 



.Dale dictated 



Juno iy, 1974* 



this document contains neither t ecomrnendotionr nor conclusions of the FBI. It is the property oF the FBI ond is loaned to your agency; 
It and its contents are not to be distributed outside your agency. 
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Mr. Tolson also advised Mr* Mobr that he had no recollection concerning 
Mr. Hoover having briefed htm concerning any of these events and, therefore, 
was not in a position to advise concerning them nor of any memoranda pre- 
pared concerning them. Mr. Mohr did advise that in previous contacts with 
Mr. Tol3on it had been determined that he has been having difficulty 
remembering events going back as far as five yoars. 
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SUBJECT: JOHN P. ^OHR 

FORMER A&TANT TO THE DIRECTOR 



Laboratory 

Legal Coun. 

P Ion. 8. E vol. 

Spec. Inv. 

Training 

Telephone Rm. — 
Director S*c'y 



On 9/17/75 Mr. Mohr tele phonically con tacted me and advised that he 
had received a phone call from I [ reporter for the Washington 

Post newspaper, and l ~| asked Mr. Mohr for any comments that he might 

like to make concerning the recent article in Time Magazine which alleged that 
Mr. Mohr had made the decis ion to des troy the note received from Oswald, 
Mr. Moh r advised that he told I I he would make no comment whatsoever. 

I I then wanted to know how the law suit was progress ing with r egard to 

Mr. Tolson's will, and Mr. Mohr also advised that he told I I he had 

no comment to make. 



Shortly after this phone call Mr. Mohr received a call from an Associated 
Press reporter and he wanted to know if he had any comment concerning the 
article appearing on page one of today's New York Times relative to the 
Oswald matter. Mr. Mohr advised he informed this individual that he had 
not seen the article; however, he had no comment to make. 

RECOMMENDATION: 



None .... for record purposes. 
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The Honorable Clarence M. Kelley 
Director 

Federal Bureau of Investigation 
'ashing ton, D.C. 20535 
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Re: Estate of Clyde A 






Tolson 



to 




Dear. Mr. Director: 

We represent John P. Mohr, the nominatea >K^( 
the esta te of the late Clyde A. Tolson. As you may know, Mr. 
Tolson' s | | has filed suit against Mr. Mohr in the Superior 
Court of the District of Columbia challenging the validity of 
the last will and codicils left by Clyde A. Tolson on the grounds 
that he was incompetent and the victim of undue influence and 
fraud. ~~ J ' 



The will involved 
August 14, 1972 shortly after 
were executed between July 5, 



in the litigation -was -^executed, ^pn*'*^ — 

r Mr . Tol son ' x.< et ixed 18 Th : e 5c odl c i 1 s\ 3 " ? 
1973 and^ January 1 .9 , 1 975. #§ A^Sc*>^S 



ifr 



tT 



We are advised that you visited Mr. Tolson followiH^™** 
I his retirement and, therefore, you may be a potential witness 
I in this matter. You may, for example, be able to furnish useful 
'information as to his appearance or condition at the time of your 
visit or visits. For this reason, my partner , I \ 

and I desire to meet with you briefly to learn any information you 
may have in this regard. 
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The Honorable Clarence M« Kelley 
July 24, 1975 
Page Two 



If you are willing to meet with us for this purpose, 
we will be most grateful if you would have your secretary call 
me so that we can arrange a mutually convenient time, preferably 
within the next two or three weeks. We would be pleased to 
visit with you at your office if that is more convenient. 



Sincerely, 



be 



RJE:vlp 




F7 



July 11, 1975 



mi 



if 



Mr. John_IL-Mo3ir_ 
3427 North Edison Street 
Arlington, Virginia 22207 

Dear John: 



ofSAf 



The Board of Directors oTSAMBA have recently 
voted to extend yonr annual contract of employment as a 
consultant for another year covering the period from July 1, 
1975, through June 30, 1976. As before, the annual stipend 
will be $2,000. 

On behalf of all the Officers and Board of 
Directors of SAMBA, I wish to take this opportunity to express 
appreciation for a Job -well done. / 



«»oc. Dif. 

Dtp. AD A<im. 
Dap. AD In*. . 

Us». Dh.: 
Admin. 



Comp. Syit. _ 
Ext. Affairs _ 
Files & Coin. 

G*n. Inw, 

Went. 

Inspection ^_ 
Irfell 



Lab-oratory -, 

plon. 4 Evt,l 

Spec. 1n». 

Training 

.egol Coun. 

ftfepuOflc Riti. ^_ 
>irec1or Sec'y 



Sincerely, 



"■ j- '•. 



Thomas J. Feeney, Jr. 
President 
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Tfce following iaf omattoa coactittinf tfe* Interview 
of Iffaa HdafcW* Oaady by Braobaraof thaSUfl of tfca SfcC to 
Waaiiagt&a, 0. &, oaMayi9» U75, waa voiaatar Uy furniaitad to 
tea FBlbyMUsGandy andby Mr* 4oimF. Mokr, f oraar Aaaistant 
to tea Director of taa fW$ wte waa preatat Au-iag toa interview at 
tne reqoeat of Misc Gaatity* 



Miaa Candy wag totarvtawed lj Staff Meaabars | I 



...,, Kroaapproxlttattlyl6:>0a> m. to 

1:00 p.m .. and from 1:00 p» m. to3:0Qp.m, Staff Maiabarl | 

|^_3»w alec preecat during the morning aeaaloa of t&a interview. 
MieeGaadywaeaot placed under oath* and eae are* sot advised of 
liar rigfata or thai ana coald fee regraaanted by a ereeaal eottaael. 

Tfce questioning of Mlsa Cke^ wa* directed prtaaarily 
toward obtaining iatf or matioa o& procedures ea4 peraonnel la the office 
of former Director Hoover* on the floor plan ef tfr. Hoover 1 * off ice 
suite, oa tae "Official ml Coaf ldeatUl" (OC) fUaa nulaUinad ia 
Mr* Hoovar'e off ice, and on tt*e deetreation of Mr . floorer's paraonal 
cor reeposdance tyf Miee Gaaety titer 10% Boorer'a deatn. 

Illaa OaaOy aaii aha waa aaKad afcoat Ua aetup of 
Mr. aootar f aQfttcaauitaandthatUi©ta*att«fta8hoT»ada*paclal 
iatereet in tee re« exit of tee euite. «fce explained that tMa exit waa 

1 - 67- (Personnel File of Helen W. Gandy) 
ST/ 67- (Personnel File of John P. Mohr) 

HM:Jvl 
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■ TAis document is prepared in response to your request and. is not for dissewii-' 
nation outside your Committee. Its use is limited to official proceedings by 
your Committee and the content may not be disclosed to unauthorized persem- 
nel without the express approval of the FBI , 
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need hy Ifo. Soover einee it was most convenient te hie private 
office. Mr. Mohr stated that l l ead attended to draw 

a chart of Mr- H oover^ oflice. Since that ehart was a poor one, 
I l eaked Sir. Mohr to draw a rough chart of the off tea, 

which Mr. Mohr did, Mr. Mohr recall* that he Inadvertently omitted 
the supply room from the chart; which room, he said* wonld hava been 
of little or no significance to tha questioners since it contained only 
sapniie* and ao I Has. Mr* Mohr aaid concerning the back door to 
Mr* Hoover 1 * office, that interviewers were informed that persona 
visiting Mr. Hoover were not brought through this back door, which 
waa for Mr* Hoover's us*. 

MUa Candy waa aaked b? Stall Members about the ase 
of the conference room* who attended the coal erences, and the pnrpoa* 
of the coaferaacea. She aaid that Mr. Mohr explained that the Director 
at these conference* discussed with Wffl official* matters regarding 
FBI admiaiatraiion and policy. She was also aaked about the coatenta 
of bookcase* la the eoaf erenee room which contained criminal code 
volaaiea, ring binders of interesting eases, and miscellaneous book*. 

Mlaa Gaady waa aaked how maay file cabinets were la 
her office. She anawered that ahe could not be positive but she believed 
there were approximately ten or twelve cabinet* of five drawer* each. 
Theae cabinet* were secured with special locka aad the key waa kept 
in a apeclal locked key eabinet. 

Mlaa Gandy waa aaked for the aaaae* of other employee* 
in Mr. Hoover* a of f ice aad aha provided the aaaae* of Miss gdaa B olmce, 

l and 



I 



MisaGsmdy waa asked if the Office Manager, Mis* Holme*, 
had file* in her office and ahe aaawer ed/'no. " She waa aaked if the Office 
Manager** se cretary.! ~| had file* in her office and ahe 

answered tha i I didfaive those files necessary to her *«per- 

viaioa el office personnel and maintenance. She also explained the 
function of the office receptionist. 
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Miss Candy was asked whether file* were kept in to 
Telephone Boom and answered that the only files kept there were 
backgronnd material nectsstry to the functioning of that office. &he 
wis asked if a record was kept of teiephoae calls and visitor* to the 
Director- £he replied that a daily log was maintained, sad that these 
log* were permaaestly ftfed In the main Surean files. 

W mm GandT wag a sked if file* were kept In the office 
of the mall clerk, I 1 She answered ''yes, M and described 

these files as mainly photograph f ilea and scrapbeoks. 



*aid[ 



Cgace ralag the mail to Mar. Boortr'a office, Mr, Mohr 
Jraised a question about "ftcpedite Processing" of 



mail, to which Miss Gaady replied t hat the persons ! and confidential 
mail for lax. Boorer was handled byl land that she. 



Miss Gaudy, was not aware of Just how this mauwaa handled* Mr. Mohr 
said he ej^latned to the questioners that this mail was received la the 
Boating Itot of th e Records and Communications Division and was 
taksa anopeaad to | | who opened it. The clerical employee 

who breads* the mail then logged II and stamped "Expedite Processing'* 
on the left-hand edge. Tata* the clerical employee would take the log 
back to the Routing Unit and when the nail was sebaeaneatly returned 
to the Eonitng Unit f or regBOajLfiilBg_Birpos^ the item would be crossed 
o# thw log, Mr* Heir said l I waated to know If the 

"Expedite Processing" logs were maintained permanently and Mr. Mohx 
answered that to his knowledge the logs were not kept alter the items 
oa a particular log had been accounted for. 

Mr. Mohr said that Miss Gaady was asked about 
procedures regarding Mfr* Hoover's commitments and sas explained 
that each morning the employees in the Telephone Room prepared a 
Commitment card** oi Mr, Booker's commitments for the day and this 
card was placed on Mr. Hoover* s desk the first thing in the morning 
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for his information. Mies Gandy told the questioners that she received 
«. copy of the commitment card and thai these cards were not retained 
permanently. Mr. Mohr «ald tfiat it was explained to tiie iAterTl«wer« 
t&ftt tii* Bureau bid an instruction that items of a temporary nature 
were to be destroyed after they were 90 days old and Mae Gaudy 
Indicated to the Interviewers that commitment canto vert In this 
category* Mr. Mofer said Miss Candy was queried at length as to 
lost bow Telephone n©om employees §ot their information to make 
19 the commitment card and she explained that all employee* in 
Mr. Hoover's office made certain the Telephone Boom employee* were 
promptly advised of all Mr, Hoover'e commitments as they were made. 

Further, concerning the Telephone Boom, Mr. Jiohr 
said the interviewers were informed that calls for Mr. Hoover were 
received in the Bureau switchboard and were then referred to the 
Telephone loom in We* Hoover's off lee. The employees in the Tele* 
phone Boom connected Mr. Hoover with the calls. Mr. Mohr said 
the interviewers asked whether the Telephone Boom '^screened" 
Mr* Hoover 9 e calls and that they were informed that the Telephone 
Boons did not "screen" them except for ^ut* eaiy. 

Mas Candy said she informed interviewers, in response 
to questions, that *he did receive calls from persons wishing to apeak 
with Mr. Hoover and if he was in his office, the c alls would be transferred 
to his Telephone Boom* She ssid l h nade a remark about 

a special telephone connection between Mr. Hoover and former Attorney 
General Robert Kennedy and also remarked that Wr> Hoover and former 
Attorney General Joan Mitchel l also had a spec ial telephone connection. 
Miss Gutty said she corrected T I immediately by Informing 

hi» that no special telephone connection exieted with any Attorney 
General except Attorney General Kennedy. 

Concerning the OC files maintained In Mr* Btoover's 
office suite. Miss Gandy said Mbt informed the interviewers that these 
files were kept in a locked file cabinet and occupied about one and 
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one half or two file drawers. In answer to qaestions from the ',-. 
interviewers, Mine Candy **id she inf ermed them that oa the day of 
ftfr. Hoover's death she spoke with Mr, Clyde Teison, who was then 
Acting Director of the FBI, andwitfcjir. Mohr and asked to whom 
she should deliver theOC f ilea and other Barean material contained 
In Mir* Heover's off lee. 
■ , ■ -■ . t * ■ ■ ■■' 

Mr. Tolson imitruGt«J that the OC filea a«4 all other 
Boreaa material asdi as interesting eases, moaegraphs and menuals 
be delivered to Mr. Mark Tell who then was AeaUtaat Mrector-Deputy 
Aaaoclate Di rector el the F BL Mise Gandy said she waa exhaustively 
tssaUeaed fey [ T ag to whether she called Mr. Telsoa or he 

called her ul eeacernHgMr. Tolsoa*e location at tie time. 

U\m* a**d* « fl M «h* telrf ttr f ttnsfrafa ih*t *t thla lata d«U ah* *»»d 

no idea who ealled whom bat 
Mr. Tolson communicated. 



1 



Iwaa asaured that ahe and 

She wee alee asked when Iter. Toison 



arrived at Mr. Hoover's house on the morning ef Mr. Server's death. 
She anawered that Mr. Tolaoa arrlred there seen after Mr. Hoover's 
bqi$y waa discovered. Miss Gandy said she asked the Interviewers IX 
they desired more details of thai morning s&d was told thai they did nbt. 

lOss Gandy said she told the interviewers that Mr. Tolson's 
instwettoas were carried est. The OC files and th* index cards j 
pertaining to them asd the other Bereaa material mentioned above were 
placed is cartons and delivered to Mr* Felt, the was asked who 
delivered the cartoss to Mr. Felt's office and answered that she 
believed that the delivery was handled fey messengers or maintenance 
personnel, bet indicated she was sot certain ibeatthla. 

Mia* Gandy said ahe told the interriawera that ag soon 
as Mr. h. Patrick Gray m waa named to head the FBI, Stfr. Felt 
brought him to the Director's office to afford Mm as idea of the office 
setup. Alter Mr. Grsy indicated a very special interest in the files in 
her office, the contests of these files were explained to him and he 
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was invited to view the contents. Mr* Gray did glance through ft 
drawer and obviously vat aaiUfied thai they contained personal 
correependenee only and was also satisfied that the Bureau material 
had been delivered to Mr. Felt. 

Miss Gaudy said one of the interviewers remarked that . 
there appeared to be more DC file* tha* had been indicated and that a 
larger number had been given to Attorney General X*evt. She responded, 
that the would not know whether ether file s had been added to the group 
after the? had been delivered to Mr. Felt. \~ I she said, 

attempted to shew her a pamphlet apparently containing testimony of 
the Attorney Ge neral which described certain of the files Is question, 
I l asted her about specific cases in the OC files and she * 

told him that after thr ee years she wou ld not presume to try to 
remember specif ice. I l ashed if there was a file containing 

resorts from the Wsjabingtonirield Office, fihe told aim thai she 
certainly would not remember such a file, if one existed. 

Miss Candy said there was much $*estionisg shout the 
inde* cards which pertained ts the OC flies* In* told the interviewers 
that they were filed in one index file, that cards of a different e<*tor 
were used and (hat this index file was locked. 

Miss Gandy said she told the interviewers that strictly 
personal correspondence of Mr. Hoover had been contained in the file 
cabinets la her office and that from time to time daring the past fifty 
years* files which wero no longer current Mrs eliminated* Concerning 
the destruction of Mr. Ifoever'a personal correspondence, she tbld 
interviewers that e» the day of Mr. Hoover's death, she advised ; 
Mr. Tolson of Mr. Hoover *s expressed instruction that his personal 
correspondence be destroyed, thai Mr. Hoover had begun a review of 
these personal files sometime prior to his death and that some of them 
had free* already destroyed. 
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Mlsa Gaady said sht told tfct interviewers that up 
until the tint slit left DM Bureau, the continued to Uar up the contente 
e$ Mr, Hoover't personal correspondence files and deposited the 
contents of the filet In the "c onfidential trash" wtsta teasketa, 
Mr. Mohr said ] Iw aated to know II a log w maintained 

of lttms placed to t he confidential trash batketw to destruction. 
Mr. Mohr informed ^ |t hat it would be ridiculous to think 

bfi that such a log coald be maintains and Mr. Moor advised aim exactly 

how conf idential traaa i t destroyed in the Bureau. l*r. Mohr said he 
lnformtd r l ot tat Bureau files that were scattered ever the 

ttrcttt el Seuthwttt Washington; as a result of tot Department of - 
Justice engaging It destruction of some of its files. Mr. Mohr said 
this reference permitted an Immediate ttrmlnatton of any Questions 
regarding tot destruction d& confidential trash. 

Miss Gaadty tald she told laterviewers she asked 
Mr* «kwy if, it order to vacate the office as soon at possible for his 
conveaieoce, the cmM hart ait approval to send to Mr. floover*s 
beast the personal correspondence files which could aot "be disposed 
of before the date of her retirement, to that tat could finish the taslt 
there. Mr. Gray did aot hesitate to give her this permission. Hr, Fait, 
who wa* present wbea she spoke with Mr . Gray in her of flee, 
toggeated thai a locked room, oa the fifth floor, with a key only she 
would have, could be made available so the files ootid he disposed of 
without awvlng. Mist Gaady said that would net be necessary and 
^6 Mr. ©ray agreed. At talt poto fl I asked Miss Candy U 

the thooght the mffit not be the only oat with a key* Mtsa Gaa4y naked 
I " h vhat he weald have thought tad she taid I I 

Mailed aid said he wetid have thought that. 

Mitt Gindy taid that at a point it the interview whtn the 
questioning appeared to he getting pretty tar afield, the taid to the 
intervitwtra that if they were trying to leant whether the OC files 
contained aaythlag that would be used for political purposes, the answer 
wat no and that she had never found the need to lie about anything. 
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Mr* Mohr said that Mlsd Gaudy, when she wu 
detcriblng to the trtervlewtrs exictly bow Mr, Hoover's personal 
corressoadeace files were destroyed, said she re viewed each item 
that «at handled to make «urt that it was not related to Bureau 
official busin ess* Mr* Mohr said Miss Candy had previously 
indicated that l H had assisted her la destroyin g 

these files, bat Miss Gandy did not mention that l I mado 

the eag y type of review and Miss Gandy was not questioned regarding 
whstheg T^ l made such a review as she went through the 

files aad helped destroy them. 

Mr. Mohr said thai during the Interview a rather heated 
conversation occurred over some of the questions which seemed to be 
repetitious aad irrelevant. Mr* Mohr said he teldL 



> 



felt it was high tine the questioners quit f toasting around the bush 
and come to the point by aski ng Miss Qandv if s he ever destroyed any 
official and confidential flies. I [ replied that they had a 

discrepancy concerning the OC files in that areliaele source had 
reported that Mr. Mark Felt had five two-drawer cabinets marked 
"O aad C Files" in his off fee. Miss Candy en the other hand told 
I I in response to a eaestion that she had turned over to 

Mr. Felt after Mr* Hoover's death, as ate recollected, one and one 
half drawers a nd possibly two d rawers of OC files* Mr* Mohr said 
he explained t e| It hat Miss Gaudy would have no way of 

knowing what files Mr. Felt had in his effiee and if ither ewasa 
discrepancy, the person to resolve it was Mr* Fntt* who[ 



had said had been interviewed by him and had seen cooperative. 



Mt. Mohr said he had previously eiplained to 

" in response to questioas at the time Mr/ Mohr was 



iaterviewedbyStaff Members, that at the time Mr. William C. Sullivan 
had furnished the data of 17 White House telephone tapes to Mr. Mardian 
in the Internal Secwrity Division of the Department of Justice, 
Ms, Hoover had instructed that any Assistant Director or Bureau 
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of UcUl who had f ilts i» Ms of f ic« toftt he coaaldered coaf idealUi 
and relating to the Boreas 1 * work would immediately transfer each 

was transferred to lit. Felt Mr. Motor said hetold l I 

he, Mr. Uohr, had ao ids* tear many files M*. Felt collected as a 
reaalt of lit* Hoover'* ioatrectloa. J&r. Mohr said it was interesting 
to net* that ht was not ashed at any time whether he had turned over 
aay files to Mr. Felt in connection with Mr. Hoover'* instructions. 

Mr. Mofcr italetf that W»* Gaady waa asked daring 
bar interview whether there ware any files of Mr. Hoover's personal 
correspondence in lt>. Hoover's former hosae at the present tint* and 
Miss Candy reatted,«fc0. *' 



Mr. Mehrseid[ 



qse 




Uf «b fUnd* at 



length C0ncaraiaghartUlaaa"SEflcgtiveAaalatant. n 
wanted to fcaow whoa s he acquired this title aad aha aald aha could not 
r * c *** # J ~| aakad whether anyeaeelaa at the FBI had occupied 

this pealiioa aad Miss Gaady explained that she was the only employee 
with the title of Execntlve A ssistant who h ad served nndar Mir. Hoover 
during hi* tenure la office. | U eemed to pay a great deal 

of attention to the title feeestire Assistant aad Mr. Mohr attempted to 
explain to him that the title was a Civil Serviee Commission (C$C) title 
aad thai Miaa Candy's position was set up under the Classification Act 
admlti latered by the C SC. Mr. Mohr said he was not sure what was 
behind l J Uegifty yqiggntttaft *h*mfc thu Htl» T feotMr. Mbhr 

got the laagreaale* that |~ I may hay been trying to find oat 

if Mies Gandy acted for Mr. Hoorer on her ova initiative. Mr* Mohr 
said this was Jast a fanes oa his wart. 

Miss Candy said that at one point daring the interview, 
the aseatioas concerned Mr. Hoover** being advised el Bureau matters. 
She said the interviewers weto told by her and hy Mr. Mohr that 
Mr. Heover was never out of touch with the Bareaa, day or night, 
whether he was ia town or o»t of town. 



-*- 



Mk apraaviKw of ^lb^^ GAitoy 

• **■-' ' »""■■■ . •, .'■.'""*' r " J r * b ; 

Tte original and one copy at tola LHM Is being famished 
te the Atterfley General. The copy is to be forwarded by the Attorney 
General to Mr. James A« Wilderotter, Associate Counsel to the 
President, Infornaation in this IHIf wis taken from notes supplied 
by Mr* Joan P. Itehr and Misa Helen Candy. These notes are attached 
to the file copy of this LHM. 
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FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 



.Date of transcription. 



6/9/75 



John P. Mohr, 3427 North Edison, Arlington, Virginia, telephone 
number KE 8-5249, former Assistant to the Director, Federal Bureau of Investigation, 
furnished the following information: 

I* 

Mr. Mohr was on duty at FBI Headquarters on 5/2/72, the date of former 
Director Hoover's death. Sometime during that day he had a conversation with Miss 
Helen Gandy who indicated to him that prior to Mr. Hoover's death Mr. Hoover had 
told her to start destroying his personal correspondence files. , As he recalled Miss 
Gandy indicated she had completed destruction of approximately one-third of these 
files at the time of Mr. Hoover's death. Miss Gandy indicated to Mr. Mohr that she 
had talked with Clyde A. Tolson, then Associate Director of the FBI, as to whether 
she should continue destruction of these files and was informed by Mr. Tolson that 
she should continue. Mr. Mohr stated that Miss Gandy subsequently informed him 
that when L. Patrick Gray JJLT, who had been appointed Acting Director, came through 
on a tour of the Director's Office, Miss Gandy told him that she was destroying Mr. 
Hoover's personal^ correspondence files and that Mr. Gray told her to continue with 
that destruction. Miss Gandy told Mr. Mohr that W. Marjc Felt, former Assistant 
Director -Deputy Associate Director had offered to make available to Miss Gandy a 
room on the fifth floor of the Justice Building where she could continue review and 
destruction^ the personal correspondence files; however; Miss Gandy declined this 
offer. He said Miss Gandy preferred to have these files taken out to Mr. Hoover's 
house and he thinks arrangements were made whereby personnel from the Mechanical 
Section of FBI Headqu arters brought these files to Mr. Hoover's house. He was also 
of the imptftssion that l I then assigned to the Director's Office, 

assisted Miss Gandy in the review of these files at Mr. Hoover's residence prior to 
their destruction. he . ^ 

Mr. Mohr stated that following Mr. Hoover's death a large number of 
boxes containing gifts Mr. Hoover had received plus gifts he had purchased to give 
to friends were taken from Mr. Hoover's Office to his residence. He had no specific 
information as to who transported this material to Mr. Hoover's residence. 

Sometime after Mr. Hoover's-death, dates not- recalled, personnel from 
the District of Columbia Tax Assessor's Office came to Mr. Hoover's residence and 
in the company of Mr. Mohr inventoried the entire contents of Mr. Hoover's home for 
tax purposes . It is his understanding the complete inventory is maintained in the 
District of Columbia Tax Assessor's Office. .__ : 
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Mr. Mohr advised he knows of no official - confidential files taken 
to Mr. Hoover's house subsequent to his death and stated "there were never any 
Bureau files taken to Mr. Hoover's house. " He pointed out during the inventory of the 
contents of Mr, Hoover's house mentioned above he would have seen such files had 
they been there and observed none. 

Concerning the official - confidential files maintained in the Office of 
Mr. Hoover, Mr. Mohr stated that while he was aware certain files were maintained 
by Miss Gandy in Mr. Hoover's Office he was not aware of the nature or the contents 
of these files with the exception of a file on then President Richard M. Nixon. Mr. 
Mohr stated these files were maintained in Mr. Hoover's Office "so that clerks 
wouldn't go browsing through them. " 

At no time did he issue any instructions concerning the disposition of 
these files after Mr. Hoover's death. He recalled a conversation with Miss Gandy 
very shortly after Mr. Hoover's death wherein she either told him that these files 
were being transferred to Mr. Felt's office or asked him if these files should be 
transferred to Mr. Felt's office. In.either case, he would have agreed that they 
should be transferred to Mr. Felt's office and it was his understanding that this was 
done; however, he has no specific recollection as to who performed this function. 
As he recalls Miss Gandy indicated that the volume of official - confidential files 
which were to_bejtaken ^toJMr. ^ej^soflfi^ consisted _oJ^pp^ximately JLl/2Jile_ __ _ 
drawers.' 'Mis sGandy" subsequently 'told Mr. MohFthat she Had also'seTS^Mr." Felt's 
office a number of Bureau monographs together with bound "interesting case" write-ups. 

At this point Mr. Mohr observed that prior to Mr. Hoover's death, exact 
dates unrecalled, information had been received that former Assistant to the Director 
William C. Sullivan had turned over to Robert Mardian of the Justice Department 
the files on "17 White House wiretaps" and at that time Mr. Hoover ordered all 
Assistant Directors to turn over to Mr. Felt any files maintained by them in their 
offices. He recalled that "quite a bit" was turned over to Felt. Mr. Mohr made 
this observation by way of explaining that Felt would have had the above-mentioned 
files in his office prior to the time the official - confidential files were brought to 
his office from the office of Mr. Hoover. Mr. Mohr advised that currently there are 
two four-drawer filing cabinets at Mr. Hoover's former "residence which contain 
"mainly investment data. " He has gone through this material and there are no Bureau 
files or property whatsoever included. 

Mr. Mohr was specifically asked if he knew of any files taken from 
Mr. Hoover's Office to the apartment of Associate Director Clyde A. Tolson after 
Mr, Hoover's death and he stated he had no information whatsoever that such had 
occurred. 



be 



.Approxi mately two days a fter the death of Mr. Tolson on 4/12/75 
Mr. Mohr stated that I I former, chauffeur for Mr. Hoover, asked 

him if he could obtain some cardboard boxes to pack some stuff in at Mr. Hoover's 1 
house. Mr. Mohr recalls contacting someone, identity not recalled, at FBI 
Headquarters, and made arrangements to have some empt y cardboard boxes brought 
to Mr. Hoover's house. He recalled that | \ a Bureau employee, 

s ubsequently brough t some empty boxes to Mr. Hoo ver's resid ence and gave them 
to l \ Mr. Mohr does not know what I h tilized these boxes for 

but thinks he may have put trash in them. J 

Mr. Mohr has no information whatsoever to indicate that any files were 
removed from Mr. Hoover T s residence subsequent to the death of Clyde Tolson. 
Mr. Mohr stated that he has gone through Mr. Tolson's effects since his death and 
no official Bureau files are included therein. 
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FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 



Dote of transcription. 



June 27, 1975 



John P. Mohr, 3427 North Edison, Arlington, Virginia, former 
Assistant to the Director, Federal Bureau of Investigation, furnished the 
following information telephonically: * - 

His first recollection of being at the residence of former FBI 
Director J. Edgar Hoover following Hoover f s death on 5/2/72 was 
around July, 1972, when people from the District of Columbia Tax 
Assessor's office were there. He is positive he was not at Mr. Hoover's 
residence when officials from the Riggs National Bank, Washington, 
D. C M were there in connection with Mr. Hoover's estate shortly after 
Mr. Hoover's death. He does know that someone from the bank was 
there shortly after Mr. Hoover's death through conversations he has 
had with Miss Helen Gandy, former Executive Assistant to Mr. Hoover. 

On this first visit to Mr, Hoover's residence the recreation 
room was "over half full of cardboard boxes, !T which he estimated to 
be over 250 in number. 

. - --, He has no knowledge whatsoever of 20 to 25 file cabinets being 
delivered to Mr. Hoover's former residence, does not think that this 
could have occurred and has no idea where such a large number of file 
cabinets could have originated. He made no arrangements with anyone 
to take any file cabinets to Mr. Hoover's residence subsequent to 
Mr. Hoover's death. 

He has no knowledge of anything being moved out of Mr. Hoover's 
former residence subsequent to the death of Mr. Tolson in April, 1975. 
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Director, FBI 
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of a taeiBorandu* concerning an interview fcy Staff Meabers 
of captioned Contittee of Mr. John P. Mohr, former Assistant 
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alao enclosed for forwarding to Mr. James A. Wilcierottar, 
Associate Counsel fee the President. 
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1 - Mr, J. B, Adams 
1 - Mr. J. A. Mintz 
1 - Mr. W. K. Wa nnall 
I - Mr. I 

my 23* 1975 

1 - Mr.[ 



] 



1 - Mr, W. 0. Cregar 
U, t. SE&&2E 3EUECX CQMKXTIgg TO 

sxucr o®vtomsxaj< omAJiotf s wish 

RESPECT TO INTElXIGSaCE ACTlVni*S (SSC) 



FCSM5R ASSISTANT TO IHE 
P. HQKfc BY SSC STAFF 



Id 6 



bisector 

MEMB&RS 



$et out baior? Is information voluntarily furnished 
to the FBI by Hr. Ifchr following hia interview by raprosontatives 
of the Staff of tha SSC .to $aehingtos$ t D. C,» on Ifey 9, 1975* 

Hc> Moar gag Jntgry te^etl by Staff Henbers I I 



r 



1 a$d 
I2i30 



J f rota 

approxlnately 10:20 a»n. to 12:30 p»au Ha was not placed 
tmc>r oath and tea *aa not advised of hia rights or that tie 
eoiAd be represa&tett by personal counsel. 

At the outsat of the inter viav, it *as apparent 
that its purpose was to assist the SSC Staff Members In 
trying to understand hotr the flow of nail proceeded in the 
FBI under Mr, Heeirer'a directorship* For example > *&♦ Bohr 
vaa shown FBI document* relating to the Socialist vlorkers Party 
as>all aa CQiy CEkFRO Socurcents which war* obtained by 
I | uncter the Freedom of Information Aot, m he 

substamtiva quaationa t?ara directed to Mr* Hkfac regarding 
these 4ocuwmta but wore sho^m to him in ardar that Mr; $fehr 
sight identify t$ho tha final authority was in approving such 
^ocume^t*. 

tn addition to tha above, tha Staff ifcmbers asked 
Mr," ^hr to explain tha difference batsaen an SAP tetter and 
a latter to all SACs. They also asked Mr. Nohr if tha Bureau 
tnaintalnad a separate f ile on all SAC Letters. 
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RE: IKTEEVOT OF FORMED ASSISTaHT TO THE DIRECTOR JOffll P. 
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Mr. itebr was also questioned about the procedures 
he followed in securing Mr. J* Edgar Hoover's office after 
Mr. Hoover's death. Mr. Mohr tola the Staff Heathers that 
the artic le, which appeared In ,# The Washington Star 11 by 

eoluonist | I was an accurate recording of fee 

what took place following Mr. Hoover 1 .8 death. The Staff 
Members requested &:* Mbhr r^vleV 1^ coxialderable detail 
exactly what he did to secure Mr, Hoover's office following 
his death* 

The question of £ onaer Associate Director Clyde 
Tolson's will was also raised by Staff Members* Jfr. : I fchr 
advised the interviewers that | I of 

Clyde Tolson, had not decided at that time whether He was 
going to contest the will* 

Hr. Mohr was also asked about the whereabouts of • 
Hiss Helen Gandy t former Executive Assistant to fc&r. Hoover* 
fie advised that he did know her whereabouta mnd telephone 
number but promised he would not reveal them to anyone. 
&• Hohr was asked whether Hiss Gandy would agree to being 
interviewed by Staff Members of the SSC. Be advised that 
he would attempt to persuade Hiss Gandy to agree to being 
interviewed on the condition he be allowed to be present be 
during the entire interview* The Staff Members interposed 
no objection to that arrangemen t and &r. Mohr indicated that 
he would advise | | of Miss Gandy* s desires under 

the conditions stipulated above « 

On toy 12, 1975, -Mr* jfchr technically advised 
that he recalled . some additional topics covered during the 
interview of Hay 9, 1975, which he desired to furnish to the 
FBI* Specifically, Mr* Mohrtrecalled that he was asked if^he^ 
kn«? who prepared the "surreptitious letters" the Bureau had 
nailed in the Socialist Workers Party case* Mr. Bohr advised 
the Staff Members that he did not know but presumed these 
letters were prepared in the Document Section of the FBI 
laboratory. 
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*Sr. Mohr also recalled that during his interview of 
Vky 9 9 1975 , he had advised Miss Gandy had turned over to be 
ftr. Hark Felt of the FBI the official and confidential files 
of Mr. Hoover which amounted to one -half a file drawer. 
Subsequently, Mr. Mohr learned from Hiss Gandy that the official 
and confidential files turned over to Mr* Felt amounted to 
one and one - half file drawer s. This information Was subsequently 
furnished tol I by Mr. gfohr. On that occasion, ■■ 

I T asked Mr. t4ohr whether an itemised list of the 

official and confide ntial files was made and if so where, the 
list was. Mohr told | | that he was sure a list \m& 
made and that in all probability the list accompanied the 
official and confidential files turned over to Mr. Felt by 
Miss Gandy. 

In addition to the above, Mr. Mohr on May 12, 1975 - t 
recalled that I l asked about a requirement: of all Bureau, 
employees to turn over any confidential files in their possession 
ordered by Hr '. Hoover following the revelation that former 
Assistant to the Director William C. Sullivan had turned over 
certain confidential files to former A ssistant Attorney General 
Mardlan* Mr. Mohr advised \ "I that Mr* Hoover had in 

fact levied such a requirement on Bureau officials and that all 
confidential files were to be turned over to Jfr. Fe lt along wit h 
a memorandum explaining the nature of these files. I I 
asked Mohr where these memoranda would be filed* Hohr responded 
by sayin$ he presumed they were confidential memoranda and would 
have gone with the confidential files turned over to Mr. Felt by 
Bureau officials maintaining such files. 

NOTE: The original and one copy of this IJ3M is being furnished 
to the Attorney General. The copy is to be forwarded by the 
Attorney General to Mr. James A. Wilderotter, Associate. Counsel 
to the President. The information herein was taken from. two 
memoranda, Cregar to Wannall, dated 5/9 and 12/75 entitled * 
"Senstudy 75;" ., 
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UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 

Memorandum 

MR. JENKINS 
D.W. MOOH^JR. 

n 

SUBJECT: CLYDE A.^OLSON - 

FORMER FBI ASSOCIATE 0IRECTOR 



jro 



FROM 



OA'n- 4/17/75 



Assoc. Dif. 

Dep. AD Adm. 
Dop. AO Inv, 

Asst. Dir.: 

Admin 
Comp. Syst, 
Ext. Affairs 
Files Bt Com 
Gen. Inv, __ 



Ident 



fcb 




y 



Telephony Rm. 
Director Sec'y . 



[ 



J "Newsweek" magazine, Washington,. D.C., 



called this morning advising that he had heard from a source 
who has been reliable in the past, to the effect that two 
Agents were sent to the home of Clyde -Tolson Monday evening,"" 
4/14/75, the day of his death, with a truck and carted away 
some files which were subsequently brought to the home of 
Mr. John pffifMqhr, former Assistant to the Director. 

Upon checking with Mr. Mohr, I I was advised 
that there was absolutely no truth to his story. It should 
be noted that Mr. Mohr advised that most of the furnishings 
at Mr. Tolson 's home have been removed over the past several' 
months and that there w ere some associates of the family and 
| I , who had stopped by the house sometime 

Monday with some empty boxes to help remove additional furnish- 
ings. As you know, Mr. Mohr is the Administrator of Mr. 
Tolson' s estate and stated that there was simply no truth 
to the allegation that any Agents had gone to the home in a 
truck to transfer any files to his residence, as]alleged. 
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UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 

Memorandum 

TO . MR. CALLAHAN 

from : H. N. BASSETT W? 

SUBJECT: JOHN P. '^OHR 

FORMER ASSISTANT TO THE DIRECTOR 



DATE . September 22, 1975 



/ J Dap. AD Adm. _ 
Dep. AD Inv. . 

Aitt. Dir.t 

Admin, j 

C<mip, Syxt 



tu 



Ext. Affair 

Filei & Cam, 

Gail. Inv. 

id. 



nt.ll. 

Laboratory 

Legal Coun. 

Plan.&Evai 

Spec. Inv. 

Training 

Telephone Rm. 

Director See'y 



At approximately 1:20 p.m. , this date, Mr. M ohr telephonically 
advised me that he had been c ontacted byl \ reporter for the 

New York Times newspaper. I H made reference to the Time magazine 

article in its issue of 9/15/75 and asked Mr. Mohr whether he had any comment 
concerning the arti cle. Mr. M ohr advised that he responded that he had no 
comment to make. I "I then asked Mr. Mohr whether the Bureau had 

interviewed Mr. Mohr concerning this article and again Mr. Mohr said he 
responded with no comment. Then I I stated. "Off the record — is it 

true? M and Mr. Mohr stated he again told l \ that he had no comment 

to make. 

RE COMMENDATION 

For record purposes. 
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Memorandum 

THE DIRECTOR 




^Asioc. Dir. _fc£_ 
Dap. AD AJm, _ 

Dep. AD Inv. 

Asit. Dir,: 
Admin. 



TO 



FROM 



SUBJECT: 



N. P. CAI^AHAN 




DATE: 



Ihfi 



December 



JOHN P*\MQHR 

former:assistant TO THE DIRECTOR 




Mr. Mohr telephonically contacted the writer on the evening of 
12/16/75 an d the morning of 12/17/75 concerning a request that had been made 
by Inspector l I f or him to furnish a sworn signed statement regarding 

the allegation appearing in the December 22nd issue of TIME magazine that records 
removed from the office of former Director Hoover at the time of his death were 
taken td^Jxe Blue Ridge Gun Club and burned in its fireplace. 



$ 



Mohr at th e time of his initial call to the writer indicated that he had 
ganged for Inspector l I to interview him and obtain such statement at 1 PM 
on December 17, 1975; however, he, Mohr, in thinking over the matter felt that 
since he had testified with regard to the disposal of the above before the Subcommittee 
headed by Chairperson Bella Abzug that this should suffice. It was pointed out to 
Mohr the advantages for all concerned were he to accede to the request for the 
furnishing of the statement. He stated that he would give the matter further 
consideration and be in touch in the morning to advise concerning his decision. 



On the morning of December 17, 1975, Mohr telephonically advised that x ^ 



in connection w ith further considering this matter he had contacted his attorney, 
I 1 who was representing him in connection with matters relating to 



1 



the Bureau involving U. S. Recording Company and the Hoover files, and his 
attorney had counseled him not to submit to such a statement or to be interviewed 
in connection therewith. 



fos 



Mohr concluded, however, by saying that he had nothing whatever to 
do with taking any files as alleged in the refere nced article aj^ was-Mghly4ncens,ed 
that such an allegation should be made^, l 1 fff- 7 £j y^^/~M*%$k 

^^k 1 Searched "_Z_ Numbered — ^ 

In view of the above the writer informed Assist ant Director, Bassett c 

concerning this call fr,om Mr. Mohr so that Inspector | | would not prpxeed; 

as;had been originally planned to the Mohr residence tb~obfaiirtHe statement. 
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Jy^e is submitted; for record purposes. 
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NMENT 



um 



Mr. J. B. Adams 



date: 11/19/75 



Legal CounseOJIr 

HOUSE SELECT COMMITTEE 



Id 6 
b7D 




Te Is phone ftm. . 
Director S«c'y _ 



At 3:29 p.m. on November 19, 1975, John P.ilMbhr, former 
Assistant to the Director, telephoni caUy advised me tha t h e had just 
concluded an interview conducted by | | and | 

1 of captioned committee staff. He said he was not under o ath and the 
interview was not recorded. He was asked concerning the[ 



[arrangements with the FBI for the purchase of electronic 

surveillance equipment. He said he told them that a former Assistant 
Director of the FBI Lab oratory, Ed Coffey, appare ntly had previously 
made arrangements with | | for the confidential 

purchase of electronic surveillance equipment in behalf of the FBI and 
when Mohr became the Assistant Director of the Administrative Division 
he simply continued such arrangements. He s aid he knows of no specific 
decisions that were made to buy through l I 



i 



1 *, i 



\r- 



b6 
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Mohr approved memoranda to the Attorney General from time to .\ 
time requesting authorization to make purchases of Equipment when the ^ 

amounts involved were of such size as to require Departmental auth orizat ion, s 
but he did not see or sign written purchase orders m ade th rough the I I ^ 
| ~[ He said that he was aware that! B iad treated ^ 

Bureau purchases as confidential and in the past l | has not divulged 
Bureau interests. * electronic surveillanc 




\ He said that l "l usual fee for handling purchases was a 10 to 

1 15% mark-up plus a reasonable labor charge in case s whe re modification 
1 of equipment was necessary. . He was asked whethe rT Iw as paid as a 



[confidential source of the Bureau. 



yi^..jarst denied that, but then considered^ 



1 - 62-116464 (House Select Committee)^!? 
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CONTINUED -OVER 



-^$r. 



,171975 

Buy US. Savings Bonds Regularly on the Payroll Savings Plan 




Ib7n 



Me morandum to Mr. Adams 
Re: | 



] 



J,bb 
b7D 



(the fa ct tfaatl 
I I f or such service could have been considered payments made to a 



]company was used as a "cut out M and that the fee paid to 



I confidential source for services rendered. He was asked whether 
charged a 30% mark-up as alleged by[ 

not aware of instances involving a 30% mark-up a nd if s uch occurred it 
would have been in excess of the usual fee paid to l I 



ad 



Mr. Mohr said that he was confronted bvT 
with statements allegedly made by I 



]and[ 



]of the Laboratory 



] 



which seemed to imply that the Laboratory referred the requests to 
purchase equipme nt to the Administ rative Division and that Mohr authorized 
purchases through r I Mr, Moh r indicated that the arrange- 

ments for purchasing through l I were based on Laboratory 

Division requests and not on Administrative Division or his own requests. 
[He commented that in regard to testimony bv l L it appeared 

'that the FBI Laborato ry had made arrangements to purchase material 
confi dentially through I 1 and then went directly 

to the I [ specifying the purc hase ord er requests, 

and thereby revealing the FBI as a purchaser from l 1 He said that 

such direct contact by the Laboratory made the arrangements with 
| | appear to be unnecessary and difficult to explain. 

Mr. Mohr said that they did not indicate to him whether he would be 
called as a witness before the Committee. 
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SENSTUDY 75 



On 11/7/75, [ 



] of the Senate Select Committee 



requested that former Assistant to the Director John P* Kohr and 
former Assistant to the Director Cextha DeLoach be made available 
for Staff interview concerning their briefings of various Attorneys 
General concerning Bureau operations. 

SAC James 0* Ingres* of the New York Office was instructed 
to inform DeLoach of the Senate Select Committee's request and the 
fact that that Committee would contact him In the near future for 
purposes of arranging an interview with him. Unsuccessful attempts 
were made on 11/7/75 to contact Mr. Mohr by the Legal Counsel 
Division to apprise him of the Senate Select Committee's request. 
Mr. Hour subsequently contacted Assistant Director John A. Mintz 
of this Division concerning this matter. 



Mr* DeLoach telephonically contacted SA 
this Division on 11/10/75 and advised him he had 



]of 

of 



ten notiriea 

the. Senate Select Committee *s request that he be interviewed and 
informed SAI | that he had retained Attorney I ~l of 

the firm Welch and Morgan to represent him. Mr. DeLoach stated that 
Morgan would contact the Committee to arrange for interview of 
Mr. DeLoach. 

Br. Mohr and Mr. DeLoach were previously released from 
their employment agreement for purposes of this interview* (See 
Legal Gounsel to Mr* Adams memo dated 11/10/75 captioned tt Senate , 
Select Committee.*) 

RECOMMENDATION : 

For information. 



r -' Personnel File - Cartha DeLoach 
'&> Personnel File •* John P.^bhr 
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tiegal Counsel 



1 - Mr. Mints 

1 - Br, Adasos 

1 -* Mr. Sassett 

ll/H/75 

X - #r . &c&ermott 

1 - Mr* Halmfeldt 

1 - Mr* Sotia 

*" l l 



SSBCCMHmSE OS GOVEI07M33N2 ItSFORMATtQH AND 
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be 



hi 



On 11/6/75, SA | | of this Division was advised 

by Assistant Director Jonn a. racuermott that he had been given a 
message that W. Mark Felt, former Associate Director, was sub* 
poenaed to testify befo re captioned Committee on 11/18/75 . 1 
I 1 of captioned Committee , was telephonidally 

contacted fey SA I | to determine if r in fact, Felt had been sub~ 
poenaed to testify before captioned Coiamittee and determined that 
a subpoena had not been issued hut rather the Coiamittee had re- 
quested hie appearance on 11/18/75 to testify in public hearing "~ 
concerning the "Official and Con fidential" files and the "Do ftot 
File" memoranda system. | | statsd that Felt would testify 
at 9 &,m< on 11/18. 



] 



"L Staff Member of captioned Committee, 
1> 



was contacted on 11/10/75 to determine exactly what the schedule 
for witnesses on 11/18/75 was an d the to pics which these witnesses 
might address during testimony, I I stated that the list of 
witnesses to appear on 11/13 included Miss Helen Gandy* former 
Associate Director W, Mark Felt* and former Assistant to the 
Director John P. Mohr. He stated the topic of their testimony 
would be the same as that of Assistant Director ^cPermott — 
namely, the *Do Not File*' meiaoranda system and the -'Official 
and Confidential" files. 

In addition to the n Do Bot File" Memoranda system and 
the "Official and Confidential'* files which were to be the topic 
of Assistant Director McDermott's testimony, Ingram indicated 
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Legal Counsel to «*♦ Adams 

he j svBcmmxrsBE on government information and 

INDIVIDUAL RIGHTS 
BOUSE COimXVmt ON GOVBHBMEH$ OPEBA^IOSS 



that Assistant Director MCBermott could be expected to have cer~ 
tain questions asked of him relating to the Bureau *s handling of 
Freedom of Information Act and Privacy Act requests. I I 
stated that these questions would be of a general nature and 
based hie assumption that Assistant Director MCDermott would be 
asked certain questions concerning the Freedom of Information 
Act and Privacy Act on past Committee hearings in which the 
Congressmen on the Comsalttee had expressed a great deal of 
interest on In this area* 

RBCOMMENDAYIOB s \ 

m i i n *' jum ■. * i n > ■ ii ii ii i# m ip 
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Mr. J. B, Adams 
Legal Counsel 
BOUSTUDY 



1 - Mr. Miritz 
1 * Mr, Bassett 

1 - Mr. Wannall 

11/11/75 
1 ~ Mr. Cregar 

i -I I . 



tei 



1 asked that former 



Staff Member 
Assistant to the Director John P. jfohr be release® from his. 
employment agreement for purposes of giving a deposition to 
the House Select Committee on Intelligence Activities con- 
cerning the Bureau's relationship with the U.S. Recording 
Company and any other Bureau arrangement with a company of 
a similar nature/ i.e. using a cutout company for purchases* 

RECOMMENDATIONS : \- 

(1) That John P. Mohr be released from his 
employment agreement for purposes of his deposition before 
the House Select Committee. - 

' : ■' . It) 6 ' ' . 



(2) That the Office of Congressional Affairs 
orally advise \~ I of Mohr f s release from the 

employment agreement. 



& 



1 J* Per sonne 1 Fl le - John V .< Mphr 



PVDslad 



t„.. 



<s 



ft. 



!• 



«• 



Mr. J. B. Adams 11/10/75 

Legal Counsel 

SENATE SELECT COMMITTEE 
ON INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES 



hi 



On November 10, 1975, John P. Mohr t elephonlcally 
advised that he had been contacted by | | of captioned 

committee and requested to appear for a deposition on November 18 or 
19, 1976, concerning briefings of the Attorney General regarding aspects 
of the Cointelpro which were conducted by Mr. Mohr and Mr. De Loach. 
Mr. Mohr asked whether the Bureau would approve his responding to this I 

request and I told him that I would waive the secrecy agreement in regard 
to the limited subject of the deposition. Mr. Mohr said that he was to 
await a further call from| "Imakmg final arrangements. 

RECOMMENDATION: 

For information. 



(\X^ Personnel file John P. (ft$>hr 
1 - Mr. Moore 

1 - Mr. Wannall Db 

1 - Mr. Cregar 
1 - Mr. Hotis (Attn: | ~| 

1 - Mr. Mints 
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Mr. J. B. Adams 



H/10/75 



Legal Counsel 

GOVERNMENT INFORMATION AND INDIVIDUAL 
BIGHTS SUBCOMMITTEE OF THE HOUSE COMMITTEE 
ON GOVERNMENT OPERATIONS 



On November 10, 1975, John P. Metir telephonicaily 
advised me that he received a letter from the Abzug Committee requesting 
him to appear for testimony on November 16, 1976, to discuss *Vo Not 
File Memoranda* " He said also that Miss Helen Gandy has received an 
identical letter. Mr. Mohr asked if his appearance would be approved by the 
Bureau and I told him that I would waive the secrecy agreement for the limited 
purpose of his appearance. He said that he would appear. 

RECOMMENDATION: 

For Information. 



'- Personnel file John P/Mobr 
- Mr. Moore ^ 

1 - Mr. Wannall 

1 - Mr. Cregar 

1 - Mr. Hotis (Attn; | \ 

1 - Mr. Mintz 
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Associated Press 



•NEW "YORK — A ■•former head of the 
lFBI's Domestic Intelligence Division 't^ys 
^nat J. Edgar Hoover ordered FBI offi- 
cials to conceal from the Warren Commis- 
sion information regarding a threatening 
: note from Lee Harvey ■ Oswald, Time 
■magazine reported yesterday. ' 
'-■ William C. Sullivan-, who was head of 
the division at the time of President John 
LF. Kennedy's assassination, also said that 
'at-least 10 top FBI officials were aware 
oV ihe note's existence, the magazine said 
^. ■ "ime said Sullivan made his statements 
.'in in interview last week. 
£' 



v In Washington, an FBI spokesman said, 

"Mr- Sullivan's statement is completely 

- without any" basis ■ in fact, completely 

erroneous. " ' — " ------ 

\ The note that Oswald took to the Dallas 
% FBI office matte no mention of Kennedy, 
. FBI spokesmen have said. Its existence 
was' verified 'recently by the FBI, hut 
.spokesmen said it was a vague threat of 
'reprisal if FBI agents did not stop inter- 
viewing Oswald's Russian-born wife. . . 

The Warren Commission determined 
that Oswald alone was responsible for 
/'Kennedy's death. I ■ ■-- . 5 

j James Adams, jdeputy associate dinc : 
feor of the '"!?'« i;"«iitt" a' House committed 
plast week 'that an /internal FBI investiga- 
tion found no conclusive evidence that 
anyone knew of the' note except James 
B. Hosty Jr., who had interviewed Mrs. 
'Oswald and to whom the. note was ad- 
dressed. ,' , . > ; '' - ,' . 1; 



1% Sullivan said that Hoover, FBI director 
*. until his death m'1972,^vas aware of the 
'note and that John PtfMohr, who was the 
■ JiBVs admimstrative'crfieHiEtil he retirejd 
i 1 1972, ordered the note destroyed.-: 

Mohr has denied that he knew -of tl 
p°te or ordered it destroyed. . • "' 
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UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 

Memorandum 



^ 



TO 



FROM 



MR. CALLAHAN 



date: 11/19/75 



: J. J. O'CONN 



subject: 






V 



or 



JOHN P.^MpHR 

FORMER ASSISTANT TO THE DIRECTOR 

PIKE COMMITTEE INQUIRY 



Mr. John P. Mohr, former Assistant to the Director, 
Administrative Matters, now retired, telephonically contacted Inspector 
J. J. O'Connell at approximately 11:00 a.m. He stated he had attempted 
to get in touch with Assistant to the Director J. B. Ad ams, who was un- 
available. He stated that he had been contacted by one | | 

who stated that he was a staff member of Congres sman Pike* s Committee 
who wished to interview Mr. Mo hr concerni ng the| 
Mr. Mohr stated t hatl 





Inrall 

L a bo r/tdntf ^—4r 
LegoMHElrr »L_ 

P[an,&£vat, . 


Spec. Wiv. 

Training 

Tela phone Rm. 

Director Sec'y i 


• 


Vfrb 



} 



]indicated that he had been 

I o f the F BI and he, Mohr, wanted 



^ 



furnished Mohr's name by SA.[ 

to know th e circumstances under which SA | | had furnished his name to 
I ~l He stated he had m ade arrange ments to be interviewed at his 

home at 2:00 p. m. this date and[ 



would be accom panied by another 
Mr. Mohr was 



Staff member of the above Committee, one 

advised that he would be contacted by a Bureau representative concern ing 

this matter. WM^ f^ r .^ l.. 

SA | l advised that Mr. Mohr[ s°namej Kadbeenvl^mishetF 

to the Committee in a written communication in r esponstr to'ffi request made 




Jto- 



b6 



by the Committee. He stated that he did not refer l 

Mr. Mohr for information. He stated the memo concerning Mr. Mohr was 
to release him to testify before the Committee concerning this pa rticula r 
matter and that Mr. Mohr should be made aware of this fact. SA | | was 
instructed to contact Mr. Mohr, advise him of this and of any other instructions 
ap plicab le to former employees testifying before a congressional committee. 
SA. | [ subsequently advised that he had been in contact with Mr. Mohr 
concerning the above and that Mohr s tat ed he wou ld contact the Bureau followmg 
his interview by Messrs. | "H and l I -£> 



IV: 



Above for information. 
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UNITED STATES GWERNMENT 

Memorandum 



to : MR. CALLAHAN 
from : H. N. BASSETT 




subject: 



J. P. MOHR <JOhn r« <^'£ 

FORMER ASSISTANT TO THE DIRECTOR - RETIRED 




On this date [ 



] Departmental Attorney, Organized Crime 



Section, telephonically c ontacted the Insp ection Division advising that during the 
cours e of inves tigation of | | former Small Business Administration 

(SBA) I I Richmond, Virginia, information w as developed showing that 

John P. Mohr entered into a limited partnership with l | 

in 1972 when Mohr put up $10,000 to purcha se an i nterest in the Family Inn of 
America, Florence, South Carolina, which ! I described as a motel chain. 



be 



According t<£ 



]are expected to be indicted 



sometime in the near future and charged with Fraud Against the Gover nment in 
connection with granting and the acquisition of SB A loans. In addition, | | 

will also be charged with violation of the RICO S tatutes an d Conspiracy to 

Commit Fraud Against the Government. I I stated that l 

is t he first co usin of a racketeer, not further identified, out of New York, and 

that l I was known as a "money mover." .,• 



] 



I l inquired as to whether I "I name had c ome up in connect ion 

with our c urrent inquiry concerning Mohr ! s association with l I 

I l and he was advised that it had not. 



be 
b7D 



I I commented that he had been referred to the Inspection Division 

by the Special Investi gative Divia on in view of the Inspection Division's on- 
going inquiry into the [ "" | 



ACTION: 




The foregoing is set forth for information purposes. 



** t , 



1 - Bufiie 58-310 Js? ^ 
1 - Mr. Gallagher ** / fi . 

1 - Mr. Cleveland , t'/J 
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The Attorney General 



Director, FBI 



0. S. HOUSS SELECT COMMITTEE 
(m IHTELUGENCE ACTIVITIES (HSC) 



1 - Mr. J. B. Adams 

1 - Mr. T. J. Jenkins 

1 '- Mr; J. Cochran, Jr. 

December 10, 1975 

1 - Mr. E. W. Walsh 

1 - Mr. J. -A. Mintz 

1 - Mr. W. R. Wannall 

1 - Mr. W.-0. Cregar 

1 - Mr. S. F. Phillips 



Reference is made to my. letter to you and an enclosed 
memorandum, both dated May 23, 1975, entitled °U. $• Senate 
Select Committee to Study Governmental Operations with Respect 
te Intelligence Activities, 1 * which reported the results of an 
interview by Staff Members of the Senate Select Committee of 
Mr. John P. Mohr, former Assistant to the Director of the FBI. 

Enclosed for your information is the original of a 
memorandum concerning another interview of Mohr, this one by 
Staff Members of the Bouse Select Committee* A copy of the 
memorandum is also enclosed for forwarding to Mr* James A. 
ttilderotter, Associate Counsel to the President* 



Enclosures (2) 

62-116464 

1 - The Deputy Attorney G&rmv&'l. 
Attention: I 



be 



1 



<D- 67- 
(13) 



Special Counsel for 
Intelligence Coordination 



(Personnel" If lie former Assistant to the Director 
John P./Mo^r) 
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62-116464 



1 - Mr. J. B. Adams 

1 - Mr. T. J. Jenkins 

1 - Mr. J. Cochran, Jr. 

1 - Mr. E. W. Walsh 

1 - Mr. J. A. Mintz 

December 10, 1975 



1 - Mr. W. R. Wannall 
■*".:'.- I - Mr* W.O. Cregar 
tf. S. HOUSE SELECT COMMITTEE l " Mr - S - F - Pnillips 
TO STUB* GOVEBI&ENTAL OPERATIONS 
WITH RESPECT TO INTELLIGENCE ACTIVITIES. (HSC) 

RE I INTERVIEW Or FdEMER FBI ASSISTANT 
TO THE DIRECTOR JOHN P. MDKSt BY 
BSC STAFF MEMBEKS 



Set out below I« information voluntarily furnished 
by telephone to the FBI by Mr* Mohr following his interview 
by representatives of the Staff of the HSC in Washington, D. C. , 
on November 19, 1975. 



On the afternoon of November 19, 1975, Mo 
that he h ad just concluded an Interview conducted 
land! 



oh r advised 



[ 



not under oatn ana noc recorded. 



J of the HSC Staff. The interview was 
i£oh? was asked concerning 
I arrangements with the 



m ror trie purchase ot electronic surveillance equipment. 
Mohr responded that a former Assistant Director in charge of the 
FBI Laboratory, Ed Coffaj^ apparently had previously made 
arrangements with the I l for the confidential purchase of 
electronic surveillance equipment in behalf of the FBI and when 
Mohr became the Assistant Director in charge of the Administrative 
Division, he simply continued such arrangements. He said he 
knew of no spec ific de cisions that were made to buy through 
I l of the ! I 

Mohr approved memoranda "to the Attorney General from 
time to time requesting authorization to make purchases of 
electronic surveillance equipment when the amounts involved were 
of such size as to require Departmental authorization, but h e 
did not see ox sign written purchase orders made through the I I 

(PersonneJ/'file former Assistant to the Director 
John P. /Mohr) i 

ORIGINAL AND ONE COPY TO AG 
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SEE NOTE PAGE THREE 
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U. S. House Select Committee 

to Study Governmental Operations 

With Respect to Intelligence Activities (HSC) 

Res , Interview of Former FBI Assistant to the 
Director John P« Mohr by HSC Staff Members 
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paj 



I had tr e 
C—Jh 



lhad_^reated Bureau purchases 



has not divulged 
[usual fee for handling 
labor 



He said that he was aware that[ 

as confidential and that in the 

Bureau interests. Mohr said that 

purchases was a 10% to 15% mark-up plus a reasonable 

charge in cases where &gi&£ication of equipment was necessary. 

Mohr was asked whether \ I was paid aa a confidential source 

of the Bureau t Mohr first denied same , but then considered 

the fact that I I company was used as a "cut out" and that 



it would have 



the fee paid to l I for such service could have been considered 

payments, to a con fident ial source for services rendered. He 
was asked whet her ! | had charged a 30% mark-up as alleged by 
I L Mohr responded that he was not aware of instances 

involving a 30% markup and, if such ocs 
been in excess of the usual fee paid t< 




r 



Mohr advised that he was confron ted bv T 
with statements allegedly made by f 



]l 



i 



* 



toe FBI Laboratory which seemed to imply that the Laboratory 
referred the requests to purchase equipment to the Adminlatiafive 
Division and that Mohr authorized purchases through the £ 



Mfthr 



indicated that the arrangements for purchasing through 



the 



| were based on Laboratory Division requests and not on 
Administrative Division o r his owa reque sts. He commented that 
in regard to testimony by | T it appeared that the 



[ 



FBI Laboratory had made arrangements to purchase material 
confidentially through the 



t 



and then went directly to the 
specifying the purchase or der requ ests, 
ana cnereoy revealing the FBI as a purchaser from l \ He 
said that such di rect c ontact by the Laboratory made cne 
arrangements wlth l ~| appear to be unnecessary and difficult 
to explain. 

Concluding , Mohr adviaed that it was not indicated to 
him one way or the other whether he would be called as a 
witness before the HSC. 

It should be noted that Ktohr was released from his 
confidentiality agreement with the FBI for the purpose of the 
above Interview, release predating the actual interview. 
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U. S. House Select Committee 

to Study Governmental Operations 

With Respect to Intel licence' Activities (HSC) 

He j Interview of Fonaer FBI Assistant to the 
Director John P» Mohr by 3SC Staff Members 
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HOTE: 



Details of Kohr's telephone call cont ained in Leaal 
Counsel t o Hr. J* B« Adams memorandum 11/19/75 » | 
| 1 House Select Coamittee." Release from cottf identiality 
agresmetrt. covered in Legal Counsel to Mr. J. B. Adams memorandum 
U/ll/75, "Houstudy.* 
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UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 

Memorandum 



Mr. J. B. Adams 



1 -Mr. Bassett 
1 - Mr. McDermott 

date: 11-26-75 

i-i 



Aiioe. Oil 

Admin/ ^ 



6«J^AIfatri y' 

^*n. In v. 



1 -Mr. Hotis 



subject: 



Legal Counsel Ay 4 $ 

6 V f 

STOCOMMITTEE ON GOVERNMENT INFORMATION 

"AM)'iNDfp DUA£ RIGHTS ™ — — - 

HOUSE COMMITTEE ON^GeVERNMENJ* OPERATIONS 



Jan. |nv 

tdant. 

Ini paction 
Intall 



Laboratory 
Legal Conn 
Plah.&Eval 
5p«c. )nv. _ 

Tiatninj 

Tctophont Roi 
D tractor Sae'y 



'$ 
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u 



On ll-25-75[ 



lfor the House 



Subcommittee on Government Information and Individual Rights, advised 
Inspector John ;"B7 Hotis that tne appearance of Assistant Director John J. 
McDermott before this Committee has been rescheduled for Monday, 
12-1-75, in Room 2247, Rayburn House Office Building. He said that 
that Miss Helen Gandy, former Executive Assistant to the Director, . ^ 

Mr. John P.(pphr j f ormer Assistant to the Director, and Mr. Mark / 

Felt, former Acting Associate Director, will appear before the Committee! 
on the same date at 10:00 a.m. They will be followed at approximately 
12:30 p.m. by Mr. McDermott. 



ff 



[ 



] said that the hearings will focus primarily on 



Mr. Hoover's personal files and such procedures as "route in envelope" 
and the "Do Not File" system. He suggested that Mr. McDermott be 
accompanied by the Inspector who conducted the Inspection Division 
inquiry into the "Official and Confidential" files. , r ^ 

. For your information, we have been advised bv l I 

I L Minority Staff Member, that Mrs. Abzug's efforts last week 

to subpoeiuuWalter Zink of the New York Office, David Jenkins also 



W 



of the New York Office, [ 



]of the Washington Field Office, 



and former SA Joe Craig were unsuccessful because the Committee did 
not have a quorum present. Since the Committee meets everythird 
Thursday of each month, it will not have another opportuni^to^oris^er^^? 
the matter until late in December. 



RECOMMENDATION: 
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Assistant Attorney General 
Civil Divis ion - Torts Br anch 
Attention: I I Esq. 

Assistant Director - Legal Counsel 
Federal Bureau of Investigation 
vZ*2 



August 8, 1979 



fo 6 



r 



lv. 



L. PATRICK U GRAY, et al. 
(U.S.D.C., ».D. Cal.) 
CIVIL ACTION NO. C-78-0401 



Referenc e is made to your conversation with 

| on August 2, 1979. 




Special Agent (SA) I 

Enclosed is a letter from John P j^Sfe"^. a former 
Federal Bureau of Investigation (FBlT^empIcye^eT^requesting 
Departmental representation in captioned matter. 

In view of your statement in the above-mentioned 
conversation to the effect that no determination need 
be made at this time regarding individual representation 
of defendants other than the United states since you antici- 
pate dismissal of this action on motions, no recommendation 
for representation is being made for Mr. Mohr at this time. 
However, his request is being forwarded to you so that you 
will be aware of his request for representation. ~ ■■;■ 

Mr. Mohr has been advised of this action by 
separate communication. He has also been informed. of your 
intention to file a motion to dismiss. 



be 



r Should there be any question regax 

_ (please contact SA I 1 at 324-4532. 



nclosure 




W?i¥ 



Searched :. Numteifed.-^. 

t g ; .AUG 1^1979 



| advised on §72/79 ■ 



Assoc. Dir. 

Dep. AD Adm 

Dep. AD liw. 

Asst. Dir.: 

Adm. Servs 

Crim. Inv. 

Iderit 

Intell 

Laboratory 

Legal Coun. . 
Plan. & Insp. 
Rec.Mgnt. _ 
Tech. Servs, 
Training 



~»L 



OTE: Departmental Attorney I 

hat he believes this action can be defeated on motion. 
He stated that for the purpose of such motion he would be 
representing all defendants so as to obviate the need for 
a formal decision as to representation of each defendant at 
this time. This is a letter? forwarding a request for- 
representation from JohnVPiV MohrX!, 1 In conformity with the 
above-described procedure;,': [ho j recommendation is being made for 
individual representation at this time. 
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John P. Mohr 
3427 V Edison Street 
Arlington, VA 22207 



r uly 24, 1979 



Honorable Griffin Bell 
7 J. S. "Attorney General 
Washington, 3. 0. • ■ 

TJear General- 

I stra a retired former F.B.I, official, having 
retired June 30, 1972. I am writing to'respectfuliy 
request the Department of Justice to represent me in 
defending me in a civil suit v;hieh , as far a~ 1 arc 
concerned, grows out of my fcrrcer employment v/ith the 

■^i T> T 
. .. • -i . _L • 



r--? n^-M-p 



T'^e cnv^l s*"if """ z fii«r* i"~ the Northern District 



J a diniis-sed 



■ f\ ~^-\"\ o "^ 



■- unlives o" t ; ~e ? v^.I on 7s v rnar~" 23 1973 anal hsi-r 
Civil " lotion Pile ::o. ' c-73-04.?!. "framed as defendant 



.. JCellev. 



t ■ "T-i *] ~ s a~i' '''■" a*!; na~i" p^v.^ijc,'' 01° T'ei" ee~ 
. Y/ehster. './eslev G. Grav", Jhuhr ? 
: ohr. Cart-" "^. a^hcsch Clvos Tel so 1 ' 1 . Her ^h^oier, 
'Tpvi v>-- -Oi?-' ?! "' : ""t"^' a^**^" Cr f *m e r v ,r ™' ~ "' , a^ or Joa^ "^Hrrir "t'^n 



:aah 100/ I l is rer 



iTT.f^ ^'"T i" 1 7> 



[ 



Ort Ju~j T * 20 - 1979 I was oer Gona3.lv served """ a. 

t t> c : -n;jnmon: dat'-:d Hehruary 23, 1973 



1 



rltn complaint attached. I an instructed to ans'.vej 

the complaint in 20 da^^s to a a i a attorney | I 

in San Jo~;e, California. 

The complaint make''; numerous allegations of a con- 
spiracy hy the defendants a£*aan : ;t the plaintiff involving 
violations of various, constitutional riaht"; of his. 
He is askiu" for 01,000,000 compensator"* damage - : and 
''.'10,000,000, punitive damnaes, alona ai+h some other 
relief. Should you desire any additional information 
from me. I shall he hapoy to he of full assistance in 
disnosina of this harraasins matter as for a a I am 
oncer 1 " 1 ed. a". r~'' , ona , tl" ^n no-^^hP" — 



t ^hcll 



deep!;" anpreci-ate it if you '"ill ta"-'e the 



r a vi 7 6 it! e f v ur decision. 



■ 1 '■"■■ fj. ' T? ypnl'ii 



Respectfully suhmitted 
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Assistant Director-Legal 

Counsel 
Federal Bureau of Investigation 

Barbara Allen Babcock f\ 

Assistant Attorney GeneralS-' . 

Civil Division fYL^V 




date: 1 1 MAY 1978 
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BAB : JRE 
46-16-132?" 

P. 



subject: United States ex rel.f 



6X 



No. 78-0114 (D.D.C.) 



I, et al. , Civil Act ion 




leg 



he 

fo'7D 



/ / 



The captioned litigation named three present or 
former special agents of the Federal Bureau of Investigation / 
as defendants in a suit alleging conspiracy to defraud the 
Government with respect- to the procurement of c ertain eaves- 
dropping equipment from | [ Your memo- 
randa dated February 3 , b, and y, iy/8, requested that the 
Demartme-nt nrnvide leg al representation for John P. Mohr, 
I T and Nicholas P, Callahan, respec- 
tively^ Because these persons were charged with the commis- 
sion of a fraud against the United States, the Department of 
Justice could not undertake their representation. Prior to 
their obtaining outside counsel or entering an appearance, 
however, the Department was able to obtain a dismissal of 
the suit. A copy of the Court's Memorandum and Order is 
attached for your information. 
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subject: 
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UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 

^Memorandum 



MR. HE 




J. B. ADAMS'^V^f 

INQUIRY BY l 
MAGAZINE 




1 "TIME" 



;M'^L'eg« Court*' 

Plan. & !ntp» __ 
R«G> Mgnt. — _ 

Sp,e. tnv. 

T*eh. S»rv». 
Trofnlno ?2 



Public A(fi^ 
Tcltphon* Rm, 
OiT»eto/» S»t'y_ 



J 



. / ^ Z^-L have been advised by our Public Affairs Office that 



Jof " 



Time' r magazine has made inquiry concerning the 
truth of an allegation,te4he effect that there was an "in group" 
consisting of John p£_Mohr, 



Nicholas P. Callahan, [ 



>/. / 



Eugene W. Waisnand myself which arranged that each year during 
the 15 years from 1957 through 1972 to award each member of the 
in group in connection with his annual performance rating some form 
of monetary recognition, such as an incentive award or quality salary 
increase. ^- 

I wish to categorically deny participating in or having any 
knowledge of such an activity. -Ay 

I have been advised by the Records Management Division 
that during the 15 years in question my personnel file reveals that I 
received monetary recognition in the form of an incentive award or a 
quality salary increase in connection with my annual performance 
rating in only six of the years in question and that during the four 
years from 1969 through 1972 I received monetary recognition in 
connection with my annual performance report in only one year, that 
being in the form of an incentive award. 

I hereby authorize the Bureau to release the data as set /; r// 

forth in the preceding paragraph. ^ rfy CA nrcn//^ <V~ "¥"//~ J ^ /'/ (y 
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815 Connecticut Avenue 
Washington, D.C. 20006 




'Tel: 202-739,-3432 
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Ke: Ownership of Property Which May Kava Passed 
under the ^._Edgar^noo>ar & Clyde A.Vrolson 

Wills " ^ — ^ "*""" 7 \ 



/'Dear [ 



} 



[ 



Pursuant to a telephone conversation between you and 
I of this staff early la3t week, enclosed 



of 



'«?*, 



m 



are copies of inventories which have been nade by Federal 
Bureau of Investigation (F3I) representatives of certain 
property which was formerly located in the suite of offices 
occupied by the late J. Edgar Boover. It is now stored 
under the control of the FBI. 



x~. 



■A 

n , 

.'1 * 

;V 



■j.-j 






It is our understanding that Miss Helen VK Candy, 
former Executive Assistant to the Director, directed the 
removal of the material from the suite of offices occupied 
by Mr. Hoover at the time of his death and designated the 
items which she believed Mr* Hoover considered his personal 
'property and those which 3he believed he would. have con- 
sid^rsd to be FBI property. The former material was removed 
±q! Mr. Hoover *s home? the latter was boxej^j.nd_s.torec^in-^h< 



custody of the FBI. 






The material includes awards, 



award s , plaques , ' ' mounted., edi, torf - 
als ana articles from various publications j congratulatory 
messages on anniversaries or other occasions ■;— photographs ;""■—*"'" 

caricatures as well as editorial cartoons; certificates and 
honorary degrees; Federal Bureau of Investigation athletic 
tx*opnics; sorapbook articles;' and other miscellaneous iter.s. 

It is described in the enclosed I specific inventory of 

li> bo^es of awards and plaques, and general inventory of 

63 hoxas, packets and containers containing editorials and - J / , 



0EC25W76 




67- 
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I Best Copy Available J, 

x * * , 

' , •' ' -2- it 

articles, congratulatory messages, photographs, caricatures, 
editorial cartoons, certificates., honorary degrees and other 
miscellaneous items. 

The Attorney General has requested that appropriate 
steps be made to dispose of this considerable material. It 
is, therefore, necessary to determine the lawful ownership .... 
■of . the property. '■';_. ■■:-. -:r ; 'vf,„:, ■' ::''V-,: >-';.: ■"_■.,..'. -■?- *;»-/> .. : : :£-0 ;..; -;-\~.Xf., 

It is our understanding that when Hr. Hoover's estate 
was inventoried in connection with the probating of his 
will, the existence of this material in the custody of the 
FBI was not brought to the attention of the appraiser or the 
Court. It is not known whether or not Mr. Poison, the 
executor, residual beneficiary. Deputy, and long-time friend 
of Mr. Hoover a knew of its existence. 

If the material now in the custody of the FBI was the 
property of Mr. Hoover, it would have passed to Mr. Tolson 
under the residuary clause of Mr. Hoover's will. To the 
extent the executor under the Tolson will should choose to 
include it in the trust contemplated in Item 7 of the second 
codicil of Mr. Tolson 1 a will and to the extent that the United- 
States chose to accept it, it would become the property of the..' 
United States. 



After you and Mr. John PtyMohr, the executor, have had 
an opportunity to examine the' enclosed inventories, we would 
appreciate an opportunity to meet with you to explore pro- 
cedures for finally establishing owner ship of the p roperty 
now held by the FBI. Please telephone | | on 739- 

3432. ; - , 

Yours very truly, ' 



REX'-E. LEE 

Assistant Attorney General 

Civil Division 

By: 

Stuart E. Schiffer 
Chief, Commercial Litigation Section 



r.nc. : Inventories 



cc: Federal Bureau of Investigation 
v? a s h i n g t on , D . C . 2 5 3 :> 

JVttn. ; Civil Litigation Unit 
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1 FBI 



Legal Coun, _, " *%} 

MAIL ROOM I I 



Telephone Rm. __ 
Director Sec'y 




Mr. Rudolph W. Giuliani 
Associate Deputy Attorney General 

Director, FBI 



REQUEST FOR INFORMATION 
CONCERNING FORMER ASSISTANT 
TO THE DIRECTOR JOHN PJUOER 



Tour memorandum of December 24, 1975, which did not 
indicate its subject, requested me to send over all reports to date 
in the Bureau's possession concerning former Assistant to the Director 
John P. Mohr. I have previously communicated with the Attorney 
General concerning this matter and have furnished certain materials 
to the Attorney General, fin addition, information developed will be 
appropriately brought to the attention of the Attorney General, 



-^ 



o> 



NOTE'vBased on incoming communication from Department dated 
22/24/75. 
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UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 

Memorandum 

Clarence M. Kelley 

Director, Federal Bureau of Investigation 

Rudolph W. Giuliani 
ssociate Deputy Attorney General 



date: December 24, 1975 



•Li oh 




on certain 



The Department has under mvestigatu 
allegations of misconduct by former Assistant Director 
John P. Moore. I also understand that the Bureau has 
investigated certain allegations, although different, 
involving the same Mr. Moore. 

Would you please send over all of the reports to 
date in the Bureau's possession. Please keep this 
confidential. ! 
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UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 

ft" Memor/infflm 

to ; Mr. Gallagh^ 



from :[ 




SUBJECT j_ 



1 ALLEGATIONS 



DECEMBER 19, 1975 



he 



date:. 1/6/76 



1 - Mr. 
1 - Mr. 

1 -Mr. 
1 - Mr. 
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1 - Mr. 

1 - Mr. 

1 - Mr . 

1 - Mr. 

1 - Mr. 



Callahan 
Adams 
Gallagher 
Q'Conn ell 
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Cleveland Y\ .fu ^ 
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be 



PURPOSE : This is to advise of the re sults of a review of -. 
Bufile 58-8251 (15 volume s) entitled, I I 

I I Small Business Administration (SBA) , 

Richmond, Virginia; Et Al, Bribery, Etc." - 

DETAILS : Legal Counsel memorandum to Director da ted 12/22/75 
instructed that all volumes of the | | investigation 

-be reviewed in detail to determine if there is any John P. 

Mohr (former Assistant to the Director - retired) involvement 

Tn this investigation, whether any investigation was conducted 
concerning the Family Inns of America, Florence, South Carolina, 
and whether there is any John P.- Mohr association or involve ment 
with org anized crime figures. It is alleged that |~~ 1 
I T a n insurance broker from C harlottesville , Virginia, 
who is the | | , secured SBA loans for the 

construction of motels and hotels which were^ taken over by 
the LCN upon completion of construction. / 

It is noted that John P. Mohr, in a deposition given/ 
8/5/75 in connection with the Tolson will matter, testified 
he was a limited partner in Family Inns of America, Florence, 
South Carolina. Mohr testified that t his investment ap parently 
resulted from Mohr's conversation with l ( of 

Charlottesville, Virginia, who handled the motel as the ,.~ ,-'*■-*.-, 
general' partner. -^y 



\> 



m 






On 12/22/75 [ 



REC*5 
| Departmental^Attorney., 



J. 



Sf t.-f 



7 




Organized Crime Section, advised the Inspectio n Division 
information was developed in the | | i nvestigation 

show ing that John P . Mo hr entered into a limited" partnership. 
with I I in 1972 when Mohr purchased a,j$T.(MH># 

.interest i n the Family Inns of A merica, Florence", South 
Carolina. I I advised I 1 is a first cousin of a 
"racketeer," not further identified, "out of New York." 

JJD:dmp<fC 



CONTINUED - OVER 




*W>r*>: 



/"?: 



| Buy US. Savings Bonds Retn/Urlv nn the Payroll SavingrPlan^ "'"' ' *" : 






Memo randum to Mr. Gallagher 
Re: | | Allegations 






Legal Counsel requested that the individuals 
having an interest in the Family Inns of America, Florence, 
South Carolina, be identified. 

The General Investigative Division has reviewed the 
I investigation in detail. This investigation was 



r 



instituted in September, 1973, based on information furnished 
by the District Counsel, SBA, Richmond, Virginia, to the 
Assistant United States Attorney (AUSA) , Ri chmond, Virginia, 
and Agents of the Richmond FBI Office, that I I together Oo 
with several other SBA employees, was possibly involved in - 
collusion, Bribery and Fraud Against the Government i n the 
granting of SBA loans . He noted that I 1 of 

Charlottesville, Virginia, be nefited from the SBA loans and 
that |^~ | is rumored to have I "I 

A-dej^ajUeiLmvJLei^^ 
no men tion of ;Jg hn_P_^ Mohr in this investigation and there 
~"Wcrs~"ncT~ investigation cond^ct&cT^r''^^ 

~Sf"7ffiieilTca7II3^^ Our Richmond Of f ice 

advised on 12/31/75 that a review of the Richmond file as well 
las Richmond indices, disclosed no investigation whatsoever 
concerning John P. Mohr nor Family Inns of America nor have 
the names of Mohr nor Family Inns of America, Florence, 
South Carolina, previously come to the attention of the 
Richmond Office relative to the| [investigation. 



It is noted that Departmental Attorney [ 



] 



I Organized Crime Section, has conducted F ederal G rand 
Jury (FGJ) proceedings in this investig ation. I 1 
statement that during the course of the | | investigation 
information was developed showing J ohn P . Mohr entered into 
a limited partnership with l I in the Family Inns of 
[America, Florence, South Carolina, may have come to his 
[attention during the questioning of witnesses concerning 
\ business interests in these FGJ proceedings. 



be 



^Investigation conducted to date in this matte r... 
does no t verify that l |o f . 

I P "secured SBA, guaranteed,, loans "for""' construct ion of. ^ 

motels' "Imd'TioTels , which properties wef ^subsequently 

taT^lt~o^veY"bY^'otgani'zed crime. : """" ""~"" 1 ™ "'""' 

« 

CONTINUED - OVER 
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Memo randum to Mr. Gallagher 
Re: | | Allegations 



foe 



No investigation has been conducted concerning 

(possible loans to motels and hotels because no allegations 
of impropriety concerning such possible loans have been 
received nor developed by the Richmond FBI Office. 



in 1973 by [ 



The scheme involved in this investigation began 



I a known business associate of 

LCN figure John Joseph Lombardozzi. Lombardozzi is a member 
of the New York Gambino family (LCN). | I sought assistance 
.from Samuel Ray Calabrese of Las. Vegas. Calaprese is a known 
associate of John Lombardozzi. Calabrese attended the funeral 
of Lomba rdozzi 's m other in New York in October, 1973. Calabrese 
directed | | to | l of Calabrese 

and a succ essTu 
V irginia. I 
al 



\ 



r 



insurance man located in Charlottesville , 
~\ at that time was a close friend and is now 
l"of the former Richmond SBA | | 

1 arranged for the formation of 



certain corporations including the four corporations which 
have been the focal point of this investigation. The four 
corporations are Merlin Industries of Virginia, Incorporated; 
Trans-Ocean Steel Corporation; Laurent of the South; and 
Willow Street of Virginia. These four shell corporations 
were used in applying fo r bank loans to be guaranteed by the 
Richmond Office of S BA. I I approved the loans upon 
recommendations from l j The loan applications were 
replete with false financial information and personal data 
concerning the pr incipals. The loan proceeds were then hf 
siphoned off into |~~ | con tro l and a ccording to an 
informant, Calabrese, | | and | | each received a 
kickback on the loan proceeds. Various front men appeared as 
principals of the shell co rporatio ns and actively participated 
in the loan, negotiations . | | was prominent in the loan 
negotiations as a financial consultant. 

The Richmond Office advised on 12/31/75 that there 
is no known involvement of John Lombardozzi in this case. 



On 11/11/75 subject [ 



lwas charged 



in a 17-count indictment returned by the FGJ, Richmond/ 
Virginia r with violations of Racketeer Influenced and Corrupt 
Organizations (RICO) , Aiding and Abetting, Interstate 
Transportation of Stolen Property (ITSP) and Mail Fraud. 

Rafsky appeared in United States .-District Court (USDC) ,- 

> 

CONTINUED - OVER ^ 
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Memo randum to Mr. Gallagher 
Re: | | Allegations 



be 



Richmond, Virginia, on 11/4/75 and entered a plea of not 
guilty, with trial tentatively scheduled for 2/6/76. On 
11/5/75 separate informations charged one count each of ■ 
Conspiracy to Commit Offen se or to Defraud the United States 
was filed against subjec ts I ~~| 

I \ and I | . The above four 

individuals acted as front men and appeared as principals 
of the shell corporations involved in this matter. Each of 
the above four subjects were arraigned in USDC, Richmond, 
Virginia, on 11/5/75 and entered a plea of guilty. Their 
pleas were taken under advisement by the United States District 
Judge, Richmond, Virginia, and the indictment proceedings, 
including the filing of the informations, were placed under 
court seal. 



j future [ 
/with vi< 



It is anticipated that in the reasonably near 
]will be charged in a multi-count indictment 



_ violations of the Fraud Against the G overnment (FAG) 
/and ITSP Statutes. It is anticipated that I I will 
j likewise be charged in a multi-count indictment with 
* violations of the FAG, ITSP and RICO Statutes. hb 

Legal Counsel also requested that the identity 
of the limited partners in the Family Inns of America, 
Florence, South Carolina , be determined. Investigation to 
date has determined that I l is the general 

partner in Family Inns of America, Florence, South Carolina, 
having 14' limited partners who also allegedly reside in the 
Charlottesville, Virginia, area. 

Inquiry at State Corporation Commission for the 
Commonwealth of Virginia disclosed no record of any corpora- 
tion named Family Inns of America and that the commission 
has no statewide repository for partnerships in Virginia. 
Inquiry with Clerk of Circuit Court for Albemarle County 
, and Charlottesville, Virginia, disclosed no record on file 
for Family Inns of America. The Columbia Division advised 
inquiry with Secretary of State, Corporate Division, Columbia, 
South Carolina, revealed Family Inns of America is a North 
Carolina corporation qualified to do business in South Carolina; 
however, their authority was revoked in the State of 

CONTINUED - OVER 
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Memo randum to Mr- Gallagher 
Re: | [ Allegations 



South Carolina on 12/10/74. Investigation is continuing 
to identify limited partners in the Charlotte and Knoxville 
Divisions and you will be advised separately concerning this 
request. ibg 

On 6/16/70 Congressman John Marsh, Virginia, 
telephonically contacted J. P. Mohr request ing public source 
information on his constituent I ~~L former All American 
at the University of Virginia, who resides at Charlottesville, 
Virginia, and has done extremely well in selling insurance 
programs to young doctors . A bank in Corban, Ken tucky, ha d 
made an inquir y concerning T 1 and determined ! I was 
I I sam Calabres e and was all eged to have an 

affiliatio n with the LCN. I 1 told T I he was a 

JCalabrese but had very little association with 



Calabrese and had no knowledge of Calabrese' s being involved 
'with the LCN. 

The Special Investigative Division (SID) was 
requested to determine if Cal abrese ha d any connection with 
the LCN, his association with l~~ I an d what public source 
information could be furnished to I [ SID advised there be 
was no p ublic source information available on Calabrese or 
T and there was no information available to indicate 
either was in any way connected with LCN. At that time 
Calabrese was the subject of a Bank Fraud and Embezzlement 
investigation wherein bank officials made loans to four 
California companies in which Calabrese was a director. 
The loans were made without security or through the use of 
bogus securities. Calabrese was charged and prosecution 
subsequently dismissed after two trials resulting in a 
hung jury. SID recommended that Mr. Mohr advise Congressman . 
Marsh of information contained in their memorandum of 
6/18/70. (Information concerning Calabrese' s association with LCN 
member Lombardozzi was acquired subsequent to 6/18/70.) 

J. P. Mohr noted on memorandum of SID "Handled. 
Congressman was told he could not attribute any of this 
information to FBI. JPM 6-19." 
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ET AL; 

BRIBERY; COI; FAG; BF&E; 
MAIL FRAUD; RICO; 
CONTEMPT OF COURT 
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Mr. 


Callahan 


1 


_ 


Mr, 


Adams 


1 


- 


Mr. 
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PURPOSE : This is to r ecord telephonic inquiry by Departmental 
Attorney I ~l Strike Force 18 , Criminal Div ision, 

U. S. Department of Justice, to SAs | | and 

I for information regarding possible involve- 
ment of former Assistant to the Director John p/iMohr v/ith 



DETAILS: On 12/22/75. SA [ 



contacted by Departmental Attorney |_ 



1 was tel ephonically 
who 



J 



hi 



requested information as to whether or not any information 
had come to light in captioned case that forme r Assistant 
to the Director John P . Mohr was involv ed with I | 

]is subject 



1 an insurance and businessman. [ 



] and it w as alle ged in captioned case 

that he had possibly influenced I I in order to obtain a 
Small Business Administration (SBA) loan, w hich normally 
would no t have been approved. | | is the I 1 

1 of SBA, Richmond, Virginia. I I was advised by 



n 



/v 



] 



SA | | that he had no information and knew of no 
connection ln«g&t>t ioned case between John P . Mohr and 

1 * 4K bec-66 ry ^r\K\ ; 

^^^^ I I tel'ephonically contacted ^SA l 
I I 12/22/75 and advised he had been referred to him by 
SA | | and desired to know if Mr. John P. Mohr 

had any connec tion wi th the captioned investigation. He 
Was advised SA I "1 had no knowledge of Mr. Mo hr being 
|involved in captioned investigation. I I stated he was 
fattempting to contact someone who could furnish him reports 
^concerning, an inv estigation of John P. MoJar.^n cUment-ioned 
I I and | "I- SA [ 



\£3 



be 
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CONTlriuKD - 



OVER 
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aisai 



Buy US, Savings Bends RepvUrfa nn the Payroll Savings Plan" 



/: / 






^ ^z&$ 



Memo randum to Mr. Gallaghe r 
Re : | I aka 



be 

b7D 



advised he would attempt to contact someone who might possibly 
ha ve know ledge concerning an investigation of that nature. 
SA I ~l telephonicallv contacted SA Dewe y h. Rihac a, 
Inspection Division, who was advised that ! I was 
inquiring as to whom he could contact who was knowledge- 
able conc ern ing a possible investigation of John P. Mohr, 
I ~~| and | |. Mr. Rinaca was . 



furnished [ 



Department, 187-3954. 
ACTION: For information. 



J name and telephone number at the 
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July 23 , 1982 



be 



Mr. John P. Mohr 

3427 North Edison Street 

Arlington, Virginia 22207 

Dear John: 



[ 



] of Public Issues Research has asked 



me to forward the attached letter which is addressed to you. 
With warm personal regards, 

Sincerely, 



I* 



Roger 1 S. Young 
Assistant Director in Charge 
Office of Congressional 
and Public Affairs 



ui 



OO 
CO 

CO 



GO 






Enclosure 



NOTE: First-name salutation per Mr. Young's Office. Address 
per mailing list. Mr. Mohr retired from the Bureau in 1972. 
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n/jp/t/i Mohr, 86, Hoover Confidant and Ally at 



-By ROBERT McG. THOMAS Jr. 

John P. Mohr, the crusty, poker- 
playing F.B.L official who became a 
member of J. Edgar Hoover's inner 
circle and later played a central role 
in the mysterious disappearance of 
Hoover's legendary files on politi- 
cians, died last Saturday at a hospi- 
tal near tits home in Arlington, Va. 
He was 86 and had retired In 1972 as 
assistant to the director. 

His wife, Stella, said the cause was 
renal failure. 

In the last dozen years of Hoover's 
almost half-century reign as Direc- 
torof the Federal Bureau of Investi- 
gation, Mr. Mohr was one of a hand- 
ful of bureau officials who had his 
ear and trust 

Mr. Mohr was occasionally identi- 
as the bureau's No. 3 man, be- 
' Hoover's inseparable compan- 

S^the associate director, Clyde Tol- 

L .But In an organization that had 
for only fine overweening ego, 

|?JMohr was shrewd enough to re- 
in the shadows, 

1% ,was not until after Hoover's 
cffealh, in May 1972, that the full di- 
rijejfaloa of his position began to be 
kjhown beyond the bureau's fifth- 
fw$DT headquarters at the Depart- 
raWof Justice. It was Mr. Mohr, for 
efeSfaple, who was chosen by Mr. 
ifttsdnXa notify the acting Attorney 
General, Richard Kleindienst, of 
iSiover's death. It was Mr. Mohr who 
w$fi! given the responsibility of seal- 
iftg 1( the Director's personal office, 
antflt was he who supervised the 
funeral arrangements. 
• s *^tf those who had known him it 
tfas* hardly surprising that Mr. Mohr 
cWrfed (Nit each of the duties with 
tfte^same scrupulous efficiency and 
discretion that had marked his rise 
ttfrough the F.B.I. 

Mr. Mohr was a plumber's son who 
wSQTborn in West New York, N.J., 
afllfrgrew up in Kingston, N.Y. He 
went to Washington as a football 
I&Ni, won a scholarship to American 
Ufitversity there and later earned a 
ttwfc degree at night school. 




A crucial figure in 
the disappearance of 
secret files after 
Hoover's death. 



Along the way, he became so smit- 
ten with a Government secretary, 
Stella Morris, that when he could not 
wangle an introduction, he intro- 
duced himself and promptly asked 
her to a dance. "I knew the answer 
was yes, but I made him wait a few 
days," she said yesterday, recalling 
that the dance was on Nov. 3, 1934. 

After their marriage four months 
later, Mrs. Mohr continued working 
to put her husband through law 
school, but he never practiced. In 
1939, while working at a Jow-level job 
in the Justice Department, he 
learned that the F.B.I, was desperate 
for qualified agents in the opening 
months of World War II and prompt- 



ly signed up to be a G-man, as he told 
his friends. 

If Mr. Mohr had dreamed of a 
career tracking down desperadoes/ 
he was soon disappointed. After just 
a few months in the San Francisco 
and Los Angeles field offices, he was 
summoned back to headquarters. 

In an era when a casual criticism 
of bureau operations could lead to 
banishment to a, remote field office, 
it was a tribute* to Mr. Mohr*s In- 
stincts for survival and his aptitude 
for flattery, as welt as to his profi- 
ciency, that he not only remained in 
Washington for two decades but also 
advanced steadily. 

He might be brusque at times and 
give vent to sudden anger, but partly 
through the camaraderie of regular 
poker parties at the Blue Ridge Club 
near Harper's Ferry, W.Vav Mr. 
Mohr cemented relations with many 
of his colleagues and powerful out- 
siders, like James Jesus Angteton of 
the Central Intelligence Agency. 

A budget specialist who frequently 
accompanied Hoover to Congres- 
sional bearings and who was a mas- 
ter at hiding secret bureau expendi- 
tures, Mr. Mohr was considered a 
logical successor to the Director. But 
Hoover had created such fear during 
his long and autocratic reign that 
President Richard M. Nixon deliber- 
ately passed over insiders to pick L. 
Patrick Gray, a Justice Department 
official, to head the bureau. 

Mr. Mohr and his colleagues suc- 
ceeded In driving Mr. Gray out with- 
in a few months, but not before the 
new Director had forced Mr. Mohr to 
resign. 

Even then, as later investigations 
concluded, Mr. Mohr continued to 
receive an array of illicit favors that 
he had enjoyed as a high bureau 
official, including regular servicing 
of his car. 

And no wonder. In the wave of 
investigations that followed Hoover's 
death, Mr. Mohr's tight-lipped loy- 
alty became manifest. When Mr. 
Kleindienst, for example, concerned 
about preserving Hoover's secret 



F &1, Dies 



Va 



■M 



<tj«i liles, ordered Mr. Mohr to &pl the J 

Director's personal office, Mr* Mohr - i 

did so, without mentioning that the ^ 

Director, who had eight other offices 
crammed with files, kept none in his 
personal office. (He also repeatedly 
insisted there were no secret files, 
blithely explaining later that the files 
on politicians were not "secret," be- 
cause he knew all about them.) 

j By the time the truth became ap- 
parent, truckloads of files had been 
taken to the basement recreation 
room of Hoover's 30th Street house. 
There, various witnesses have said, 
Hoover's longtime secretary, Helen 
Gandy, spent weeks poring over 
them under Mr. Mohr's supervision. 
She insisted the files were all person- 
al ■ papers with no relevance to the 
F.B.I., but her account was given 
little credence, especially after 
neighbors told of seeing Mr. Mohr 
and others, including a man a neigh- 
bor recognized as Mr. Angleton, cart- 
ing many boxes away before the 
remainder of the files were shipped 
off for shredding. 

Mr. Mohr later testified that he 
had taken only some cases of 
"spoiled wine." 

Within days of Hoover's death, Mr. 
Mohr obtained power of attorney 
from Mr. Tolson, who had suffered a 
series of strokes and resigned after a 
day as acting director, moving Into 
the 30th Street bouse he had inherit- 
ed along with the bulk of the Hoover 
estate. When Mr. Tolson died three 
years later, Mr. Mohr was his execu- 
tor. That became a matter of some 
embarrassment after the will, which 
left $20,000 to Mr. Mohr, was chal- 
lenged by relatives of Mr. Tolson. 
After an F.B.1, secretary testified 
that she had forged Mr. Tolson's 
signature at Mr. Mohr's behest, the 
matter was settled out of court. 

In addition to his wife, he is sur- 
vived by a son, Richard, of Herndon, 
Va. ; a daughter, Jeanne Scott of Clif- 
ton, Va.; three brothers, Phillip, of 
Cincinnati, Paul, of Bellevue, Wash., 
and Chester, of Ocala, Fla., and four 
grandchildren. 
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